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Tuirty-Sixtu Coneress, Ist Session. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Let us dispose of 
it now, and get it out of the way. ; 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn. ; 

The question being on ordering the yeas and 
nays on the motion to refer to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, 

The SPEAKER stated that the yeas and nays 
were ordered—forty members voting therefor. 

Mr. GROW. I call for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GROW. Now, we want tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis too late to ask for tellers. 
The Chair has decided that question twice. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The Chair recognizes that 
it is not too late to call for tellers. The gentle- 
man from Alabama does not occupy the Speaker’s 
chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Chair has announced 
twice that the yeas and nays were not ordered; 
and it is too late now to call for tellers. 

Mr. FLORENCE. We will take the Chair’s 
decision on that matter, and refer the question to 
the gentleman from Alabama some other time. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I refer the gentleman from || 
Pennsylvania to the Naval Commiitee. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BarksDALE 
and BurrinTon were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-six; noes not counted. 

So (more than one fifth voting in favor thereof) 
the yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to refer to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 
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Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the yeas and nays | 
on that motion. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to say 
{Loud calls to order. } 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A motion to lay on the table 


I move to lay the bill 








| 

is not debatable. The gentleman cannot debate | 
his own motion. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. I merely desire to | 
say 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object to any debate. 
The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. | 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. I merely intended to | 
say that the object of my motion was to dispose 
of a bill which does not rise to the dignity ofa | 
decent humbug. [Loud calls to order.] 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair allow the 
entleman from Pennsylvania to go on out of or- 
er? 
The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. Gen- | 
tlemen will take their seats. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. 
do now adjourn. 
Mr. BURCH. On that motion I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kertt, and 
Wasusurve of Illinois, were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 72, noes 71. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Icall forthe yeas and nays. 
I wish to get through this bill to-night. Ido not 
care whether it be sent to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, or toa select com- 


mittee. 
MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. We have already 


spent too much time in the consideration of this | 


unimportant bill. "The House has heard enough 
of discussion upon it; and the only way to dispose 
of it is to lay it on the table. That will put an 
end to it. [Cries of ‘Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
man from Pennsylvania. I regard it as a very 
important bill; and I think it should be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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I move that the House | 
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The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 71, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Thomas 
Anderson, Barksdale, Barrett, 
Boteler, Boyce, Bristow, Burch, Buractt, Campbell, Case, 
Clopton, John Cochrane, Corwin, Cox, Curry, John G. 
Davis, De Jarnette, Edwards, Farnsworth, Garnett,Gartrell, 
J. Morrison Harris, Hill, Hindman, Houston, Howard, Jack 
son, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kilgore, Kunkel, Lamar, Lan 
drum, Leake, Love, Maclay, Marston, Charles D. Martin, 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McQueen, McRae, 


| Miles, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Mor- 


rill, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Peyten, Pryor, Quarles, 
Reagan, Rutlin, Singleton, William Smith, Stallworth, Stan- || 
ton, Stevenson, Thayer, ‘Thomas, Vance, Walton, Webster, || 
and Wilson—71. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Allén, Alley, Ash 
more, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, 
i 
| 


| Briggs, Butlinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Ca- 
; rey, Carter, John B. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Conkling, Cooper, 


Curtis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, 


| Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, 


Gurley, Hardeman, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Killinger, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Love- || 
joy, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Montgom- || 
ery, Moorhead, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Palmer, | 
Pendleton, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Reynolds, Riggs, 

Christopher Robinson, Royce, Rust, Schwartz, Sedgwick, || 
Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Ste- | 
vens, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Theaker, ‘Tompkins, Trim 

ble, Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Wade, Cadwalader C. 


Windom, Winslow, Woodruif, and Woodson—96. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; on which the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

Mr. COLFAX. I might make a statement that 
would free many members of the embarrassment 
they feel as to which committee it should be re- 
ferred to. My own views are in favor of the 
abolition of the franking privilege, as is well 
known; but—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. lL object to any debate. 

Mr. COLFAX. But I have no feeling as to 
which committee it shall be sent to. If a major- 
ity of the House prefer a select committee, | have 
no objection, though I shall vote to refer it. to the 


| Post Office Committee. 


Mr. BURNETT. [rise to a privileged ques- | 
tion. I believe there has been some business done 
since the last motion to adjourn. [Cries of ** No!”’ | 
‘““No!’’] Well, the sending of this bill to a spe- 
cial committee will strangle it. (Cries of ** Or- 
der!’’] 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 63, nays 95; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, 
Barksdale, Barr, Barrett, Boyee, Burch, Burnett, Burnham, 
Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Cooper, | 
Corwin, Curry, De Jarnette, Farnsworth, Ferry, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Hardeman, Hatton, Houston, Jakson, Jones, 
Keitt, Kunkel, Landrum, Leake, Lee, Love, Maclay, 
Charles D. Martin, McClernand, McPherson, McQueen, 
McRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, | 
Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, 
| Ruffin, Rust, Sickles, Singleton, William Smith, Stanton, 
Stevenson, Thomas, Webster, Woodruff, and Woodson 
—63. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Allen, 
Alley, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, Surlingame, 
Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, 





I differ with the gentle- | 


John G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, J. Morrison Harris, Hill, Hoard, 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Elbert 8. Martin, May- 
nard, McKean, McKnight, Millson, Millward, Montgom- 
ery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Morse, Nelson, Palmer, Potter, Reynolds, Christo- 
pher Robinsoa, James C. Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, | 
Spinner, Stevens, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Theaker, 'Tomp- 
kins, Vallandigham, Vance, Van Wyck, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Winslow—95. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
|| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


i} 
i 


Mr. LEAKE moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 
| ‘The motion was disagreed to. 








The question recurred on Mr. VALLANDIGHAM’S | 
motion to refer the bill to a select committee of five. | 
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The question was then taken on Mr. VALian 
DIGHAM’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to a select committee 
of five. : 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was so referred, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HARRIS, of Ma- 
ryland, (at ten minutes past four o’elock, p.m.) 
the Flouse adjourned till Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, February 20, 1860. 
Mr. Pork appeared in his seat. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guarey. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Senators, I have been 
requested by the Vice President to announce to the 


| Senate that, owing to indisposition, it will not be 


in his power to attend the Senate to-day. 


Mr. POWELL. I move that Mr. Fivzpar 


| RicK act as President pro tempore of the Senate 


during the absence of the Vice President. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK put the question on the 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore took the chair, 
and called the Senate to order. 

The Journal of Thursday was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War communi- 
cating, in obedience to law, a statement of the con- 
tingent expenses of the War Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1859; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table; and a motion of Mr. 
Fircn to print the report was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience 
to law, a return of the militia of the United States, 
and of their arms, accouterments, and ammuni- 
tion, for the year 1859; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; and a motion of Mr. Frrcn to print 
the report was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, communicat- 
| ing the papers relating to the claim of William 
Hazzard Wigg; which were ordered to lie onthe 
table. 


SANTIAGO E. ARGUELLO. 


Mr. HAUN. Lask the consent of the Senate 
to allow me to call up now a bill which haa been 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affuirs, | 
believe. 1 wish to amend it by inserting the name 
of the widow. It is the claim of Santiago E. 
Arguello, who is dead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first busi- 
ness in order is the presentation of petitions and 
reports of committees. It is in the province of 
the Senate, however, to take up the bill. The 
Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. HAUN. I will state that this bill has 
passed the Senate at two prior sessions, but did not 
reach the House of Representatives in time to be 
acted on. I now ask that the bill be taken up 
and amended so as to give the proceeds of this 
claim to the widow and children, instead of San- 
tiago E. Arguello, who is dead. 

Mr. {VERSON. Lapprehend that the Senator 
from Ca'ifornia is not very familiar with the course 
of proceeding here. He desires to have that bill 
taken up and put on its passage. He does not 
desire merely to present an amendment to the bill 
and then let it go over, but that it shall be taken 
up and acted on. The case was wa d from 
the Committee on Claims, of which I am a mei 
ber. The Senator was mistaken about the com- 
|| mittee from which the bill came. I hope th 
|; Senate will indulge the Senator from California 
|| in taking up the bill. It is one in which he takes 
il agreatdealof interest. Itisa case of great merit 
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The amendment is a formal one, which nobody | 


will object to. Itis required to be made in con- 
sequence of a mistake of the committee as to the 
persons to whom the money should be paid. I 
trust the Senate will allow the bill to be taken up 
and acted on 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I feel every disposition 
in the world to oblige the Senator from California, 
but I have some reports tomake. They will not 
preclude his bill being taken up afterwards, and 
then I shall be very happy Lo oblige him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first busi- 
ness strictly in order is the presentation of memo- 
rials and petitions. 

Mr. HAUN. I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will allow this bill to pass. I now only 
want to amend it by correcting a mistake in the 
name. I do not think any one will argue it or dis- 
cuss it. It is a very small matter. 

Mr. IVERSON, | make this additional appeal 
to the Senate in this case, on behalf of the Senator 
from California. He is about to leave the Senate 
ina few days,and as he takesagreat deal of per- 
sonal interest in this bill, | trust the Senate will 
indulge him. 

Several Senators. Let us take it up. 

The bill (S. No. 117) for the relief of Santiago 
E. Arguello, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Santiago E. Arguello, late a captain 
in the California battalion, the sum of $14,888, 
for losses of property sustained by him during 
the period of such service, and in consequence 
thereof. 

The petitioner was a wealthy and influential 


inhabitant of California, residing in the vicinity | 


of San Diego. On the invasion of that country 


during the Mexican war, and on the appearance of 


the proclamation of Commodore Stockton, then in 
command of that division of the American forces, 
Arguello placed himself at the head of a company 
raised through his influence and exertions, and 
immediately joined the United States forces, and 
fought with distinguished bravery and effect in 
several actions, under the command of Commo- 
dore Stockton, who fully attests his gallantry and 
the importance of his services. On the 25th No- 
vember, 1846, he was appointed by Governor 
Stockton a captain of riflemen in the California 


battalion, and, on the 16th January, 1847,amem- | 


berof the Legislative Council of that Territory. In 
consequence of his attachment to the cause of the 
United States, and the zeal and activity which he 
manifested in their service, his rancho was rav- 
aged and laid waste, his buildings burnt, and his 
cattle and other movable effects taken away by 
the enemy, by which he appears to have been re- 
duced from competence aaa wealth to penury and 
dependence. A commission, appointed by H. 


Fitch, Esq., aledlde of San Diego, to examine and | 


report upon the losses of Arguello, state, under 
oath, and after a personal examination, that the 
personal property thus destroyed by the enemy 
~canaeeale ‘at the lowest value,”’ to $14,888. 
Mr. HAUN. I move to amend the bill in line 


four, after the word ** to,’’ by inserting ‘* Gauda- | 


lupe Estudillo de Arguello, widow of.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 


and the amendment was concurred in; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I suggest that the title ought 
to be changed to correspond with the text. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be 
done. 

The title was amended so as to read, **A bill 
for the relief of Gaudalupe Estudillc de Arguello, 
widow of Santiago E. Arguello.”’ 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAUN presented additional papers in sup- 
port of the claim of F. R. Stevens, president of 
the California Stage Company; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of A. 
soschké, praying an appropriation to defray his 
expenses In making a minute and accurate survey 
of the District of Columbia, engraving the map, 
and furnishing the Government with one thousand 


copies; which was referred to the Committee on | 


1 Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 


Mr. BROWN presented four memorials of cit- 
izens of Washington, praying that the grant for 
a railway on Pennsylvania avenue may be given 
to the company which proposes to construct a 
lateral branch along Seventh street, passing the 
Post Office and the Patent Office, to M street 
north; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND presented additional papers 
in the case of H. R. De La Reintrie; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the memorial of John 
L. Hayes, in behalf of many citizens of the Uni- 
ted States and others, praying the adoption of 
measures for securing international reciprocity in 
the rights of patentees; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. THOMSON presented the petition of John 
Jordan, praying that his pension may commence 
from the date of his discharge; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Micajah 
Hawks, assistant surgeon in the Navy during the 
war of 1812, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of citizens 
of lowa, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Clarksville to lowa Falls, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr.SLIDELL presented the memorial of Isaac 


E. Morse, praying additional compensation as | 
special commissioner to New Grenada; which 


| was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of Bar- 
bary Glover, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which, with her papers on the files of the Senate, 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Wilton, Minnesota, praying a grant of 
land for the endowment of the Wilton Seminary 
of Learning; which was referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Reuben Clough, praying to 
be allowed arrears of pension, on the files of the Senate, 


| be referred to the Cominittee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Benjamin Alvord, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate rela- 
ting to the application of Thomas L. Disharoon, to locate 


| certain land warrants on any of the public lands subject to 
| private sale, be referred to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. 

On motion of Mr. POLK, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of James T. V. Thompson, 
praying indemnity for losses sustained by him on a certain 
lot of flour purchased at a Government sale, and on beef 


cattle lost on their way for delivery at Bent’s Fort, under | 


contract with the Government, on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motiow of Mr. POLK, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Court of Claims in the 
case of Joseph Clymer, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BINGHAM asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
190) in relation to Michigan claims at Sault Ste. 
Marie, Michigan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


REVISION OF THE POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. RICE submitted the following resolution; 
whichwas considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of a re- 
vision of the postal laws, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


POST ROUTES IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous cor- 


| sent, and agreed to: ° 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be, and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into 


| the expediency of establishing a post route from Tampa to 
| Fort Mead, in the State of Florida. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


‘| be allowe 
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Revolutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of William E. Haskell and others, heirs 
of William Thompson, an officer in the revolu- 
| tionary war, praying to be allowed the commuta- 

tion pay due their ancestor, reported a bill (S. No. 
188) for the relief of the surviving grand-children 
of Colonel William Thompson, of the revolu- 
tionary army of South Carolina; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Henry G. Carson, ad- 
| ministrator of Curtis Grubb, deceased, of the firm 
of Curtis & Peter Grubb, for payment of a “ final 
settlement certificate,’ with interest from January 
1, 1783, reported a bill (S. No. 187) for the relief 
| of Henry G. Carson, administrator of Curtis 
| Grubb, deceased; which was read, and passed to 
| a second reading. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the memorial of Ed- 
ward D. Tippett, a soldier in the war of 1812, pray- 
ing to be allowed bounty land, submitted an ad- 
| verse report; which was ordered to be printed. 
| Healso, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the petition of A. Edwards, late regis- 
| terofthe land office at Kalamazoo, Michigan, pray- 

ing the reimbursement of money paid by him for 
/ extra clerk hire, submitted an adverse report; 
| which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of Allen Gaylord and 
| others, citizens of the State of Ohio, praying that 
land may be granted to the heirs of those who 
served in the Indian wars, and that of 1812, with 
| Great Britain, submitted an adverse report; which 

was ordered to be printed. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Benjamin Ward, a 
privateersman in the last wer with Great Britain, 
| praying that pensions and land may be granted 
| to him and other Americans who were imprisoned 
at Dartmoor, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Franklin 
Peale, praying remuneration for his inventions 
and improvements in the machinery and process 
for refining and coining the precious metals, of 
which the United States has received the benefit, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
189) for the relief of Franklin Peale. The bill was 
| read, and passed to a second reading, and the re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the motion to print the re- 
| port of the Secretary of War, communicating, in 
obedience to law, a statement of the appropria- 
tions applicable to the service of the War Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1859, 
| reported in favor of printing five hundred copies 
for the use of the War Department; and the re- 
port was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Hugh 
Wiley, a soldier of the war of 1812, praying to 
be allowed a pension, submitted an adverse re- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred a resolution submitted by Mr. Gwin 
on the 23d of December, 1859, instructing the 
Committee on Pensions to inquire into the expe- 
diency of extending the benefit up to the present 
time of the act, approved March 3, 1855, ‘* grant- 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldftrs 





who have been engaged in the military service of 


| the United States,’’ asked to be discharged from 
| its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 
agreed to. ’ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Daniel Abbott, a sol- 
dier in the war of 1812, praying to be allowed a 
pension, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joseph Wilcomb, a 
soldier in the war of 1812, praying to be allowed 
an invalid pension, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Jonas P. Levy, com- 
mander of the United States transport ship Ameri- 
| can during the late war with Mexico, praying to 

d bounty land, asked to be discharged 
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‘ing to have refunded to him payment ma 


1860. 


from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the memorial .of 
Cornelius Hughes, praying that the pension he 
now receives may be increased, submitted a re- 
port accompanied by a bill (S. No. 183) for the 
relief of Cornelius Hughes. The bill was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the report 
was ordered to be printed. , 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Nicholas Underhill, 
a soldier of the war of 1812, praying for a pen- 
sion, submitted a report accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 182) for the relief of Nicholas Underhill. 
‘The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAULSRURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Elias Carpenter, praying that his pension may 
commence from the date of his disability, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 98) for the relief of 
Olivia W. Cannon, widow of Joseph 8. Cannon, 
late a midshipman in the United States Navy, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the petition of Rebecca A. Correll, | 


widow of Isaac Correll, late a private in company 
D, eleventh regiment United States infantry, de- 
ceased, praying for a pension, submitted a report 


accompanied by a bill (S. No. 184) for the relief | 


of Rebecca A. Correll. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading; and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of the heirs of 
Jabez B. Rooker, praying to be allowed the sum 
of $929 50, rejected in the settlement of his ac- 
counts, under the act for theirrelief; and also, at 
the rate of $350 per annum from March 3, 1843 
to December 31, 1850, while he was clerk to the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was refewed the memorial of James Maccaboy, 
praying compensation for injuries received while 
employed in the service of the United States, and 
the bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of James Mac- 
caboy, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Mills er 


account of alleged defalcation of the late Purser 


Andrew D. Crosby, and to be relieved from lia- | 


bility as one of his securities, submitted a report, 
accompanied bya bill, (S. No. 186,) for the relief 
of Mills Judson; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. A. P. Derrick, 
widow of W.S. Derrick, praying compensation 
for the services of her late husband, as acting Sec- 
retary of State, reported a bill (S. No. 185) for 


the relief of Mrs. Ann P. Derrick, widow of W. | 


S. Derrick, deceased; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of D. Meriwether, pray- 
ing the passage of an act making an appropriation 
for his salary as Superintendent of Indian Affairs, 
in the Territory of New Mexico, from July 27, 
1854, to April 31, 1857, asked to be discharged 
from its furtherconsideration;whichwasagreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 
Thomas Jones and others, of Clermont county, 
Ohio, praying to be allowed bounty land for ser- 
vices in the war of 1812, submitted au adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Ir. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of George M. 
Weston, commissioner of the State of Maine, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
191) to provide for quieting certain land titles in 
the late disputed territory in the State of Maine, 
and for other purposes. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading; and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 
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HiOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to submit a motion 
that: the hour of meeting of this body shall be 
twelve o’clock noo, until otherwise ordered. 
[* No! © No!”] 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to make a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- | 
ator from Maine insist on his motion? 

Mr. HAMLIN. [insist on making the mo- 
tion; but I suppose a single objection prevents its | 
consideration now. Lask that the motion be en- 
tered, so that I can call it up to-morrow morning, | 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. | 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, chief clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a resolution appointing a joint 
committee to revise the joint aes of the two 
Houses, and that the Speaker had appointed 
Messrs. STANTON, Puetps, and SHerMan, as the 
committee on the part of the House. 

The message further announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Beave in the plaee of Mr. Train, 
upon the joint committee in regard to the inaugu- 
ration of the equestrian statue of Washington. 

The message further announced that the fol- 
lowing documents were ordered to be printed by | 
the House on the 17th of February, 1860: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting lists of clerks and other persons 1n 
his Department during the year 1859. 

Letter of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, trans- 
mitting statement of the contingent expenses of 
his Department during the last fiscal year. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the joint resolation of the Senate 
(No. 12) giving the consent of Congress to Cap- 
tain William B. Shubrick to accept a sword pre- 
sented to him by Captain General and President 
Urquiza, of the Argentine Confederation. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed a joint resolution (H.R. No. 8) mak- 
ing an appropriation for inaugurating the eques- 
trian statue of Washington, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dentof the United States had approved and signed, 
on the 16th instant, **Anact (H.R. No.1) making 
appropriations to defray the deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the fiscal yearending 30th June, 
1859, and in part for the supportof the Post Office 
Department for the year ending 30th June, 1860.” 


CONTRACT FOR BINDING. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing have 
instructed me to offer for adoption the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing be di 
rected to inquire and report whether the contract made by 
the Secretary of the Senate with Mrs. Adeline Sargeant, 
and renewed, with modifications, on the 16th and 17th ot 
February, 1860, for binding the reserved numbers of Senate 
documents, is authorized by law ; and if so, what the terms 
and conditions, express and implied, of such contract are 
and have been, and in what manner the work has been 
executed under it; and that the Superintendent of Public 
Printing be directed to cause all work to be withheld and 


| all proceedings suspended under such contract until such 


| lution. 


inquiry and further order of the Senate. 

The committee desire the adoption of the reso- 
It is merely a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. DIXON. I wish thatresolution to le over 
a day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


over under the rule. 
REVISION OF THE JOINT RULES. 


Mr. BRIGHT. There is a message from the 
House of Representatives, asking the organiza- 
tion of a joint committee from the two Houses for 
the purpose of reporting on the joint rules of the 
two Houses. I ask that it be taken up and con- 
curred in. I suppose it will take no time. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution of the 
House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That 
a joint committee of three members on the part of the 
House, and ——— members on the part of the Senate, be 
appointed to revise the joint rules of the two Houses, with 
power to report at any time. 

Mr. BRIGHT I presume it will be necessary 
to fill the blank. I move to fill it with the number 
**three.’’ 


It will lie 
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The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was adopted, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the committee on 
the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ST. CLAIR FLATS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senate to take 
up bill No. 37, for the purpose of making it a 
special order for Thursday next. 

Mr. SLIDELL. What is the bill? Let us hear 
the title of it. . 

The Secretary read the title, as follows: 

A bill making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel over the Saint Clair flats, in the State 
of Michigan. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I take it for granted that the 
Senator from Michigan is not disposed to press 
the consideration of that bill now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No;I merely propose to 
take it up for the purpose of making it a special! 
order for Thursday next, 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that it be 
postponed to, and made the special order for, 
Thursday next, at half past one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARK. I eall for the consideration of 
the special order which was assigned for half past 
one o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask the Senate to take 
up the joint resolution making an appropriation 
for dedicating the equestrian statue of Wash- 
incton. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty 
of the Chair to announce the special order at this 
hour, unless the Senate otherwise direct. 

Mr. HAUN. I move that the special order be 
postponed until we can get through with resolu- 
tions. IL hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will allow me to introduce one or two resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from South Carolina was entitled to the floor. Do 
1 understand him to yield it? 

Mr. CLARK. I have not yielded the floor. I 
understood that I was entitled to it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire to yield the floor to enable us 
to pass the joint resolution in relation to the 
equestrian statue of Washington. It will take 
but a very few moments. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to make one suggestion 
before I yield the floor. I understand that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is impos- 
sible to hear what is going on with so many Sen- 
ators on the floor. 





Senators will be so kind as 
to resume their seats. The Chair will then be 
able to tell who has the floor. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I did not hear the reply 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CLARK. Ididnotmakea reply. There 
was so much confusion that I was interrupted. I 
was going on to say that I desire to speak to the 
special order for to-day. I understand that the 


| death of a member from Virginia is being an- 


nounced in the House of Representatives, and a 
message with that announcement may come over 
to interrupt me in my speech. If it be the un- 
derstanding that that will not be announced until 
I get through, I am willing to give way to these 
gentlemen to pass the resolution; but if there can- 
not be such an understanding, | prefer to go on 
now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. So far as I am concerned, 
I will consent to such an understanding. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no 
motion before the Senate, the Chair will announce 
the special order, 

Mr. HAUN. I move to postpone the special 
order for half an hour. 

Several Senators. You cannot take the floor 
from the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is impos- 
sjble to transact business unless Senators will 

reserve order. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state tothe Senator from New Hampshire that 
the motion ‘of the Senator from California 18 In 
order, It is in order to move to postpone the 
special order. 


Mr. CLARK. 





I did not understand that the 
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Senator from California had the floor, in order to 


make that motion. 
anvbody. 

Mr. HAUN. I ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire to yield the floor until I can make a 
motion to postpone the special order half an hour. 

Mr. CLARK. I would yield to the Senator 
from California, under any ordinary cireum- 
stances; but I really hope he will not press his 
motion now. I cannot yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, before I 

Mr. MALLORY Irise toa question of order. 
I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire, but I wish to state that the bill (No. 
32) to increase and modify the pay of the Navy, 
was made the special order for to-day, previous to 
the special order made on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, and naturally it takes 
precedence of it. If he is prepared to speak at 
this time, | will make no objection to that. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam prepared to speak, and de- 
sire to ro on, 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not wish to have the 
bill | refer to so displaced as to give place to all 
othe: but I waive it with the under- 
standing that we may take it up at some other 
time, 

Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLARK. !| do not yield the floor, and do 
not wish to be interrupted. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I rise precisely to the ques- 
tion whether the Senator has the right to the ffoor 
ernot. That is the question which | am about 
to submit to the Senate. I think it is very im- 
ortant that we should have some fixed and estab- 
lished rule as to the mode of conducting business. 
In the first place, | have always understood that 
the elder special order took precedence of the 
youngef, although the younger special order might 
verhaps be called upat the precise day which had 
ate Seemed for it. In the next place, | was 
under the impression that the bill for the regula- 
tion of banks in the District of Columbia was the 
unfinished business of ‘Thursday, when the Sen- 
ate last met; and if that be the case, it is now, by 
the rules of the Senate, the special order. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 1 will state to 
the Senator from Louisiana that I was not in the 


I have not yielded the floor to 





busine SS; 


chair at the close of the last session; and, if the | 


fact be as he states, the unfinished business is the 
first business in order. 
Mr. SLIDELL. 


that subject as to the fact. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairsup- || 


posed that the Senator from New Hampshire had 
the floor on the resolutions of the Senator from 


Mississippi. 
Mr. SLIDELL. The other is the special or- 
der. 


Mr. CLARK. I understood this to be assigned 
as the special order for half past one o’clock to- 
day. ‘The other business was left as the unfin- 
ished business of Thursday. Now, does that 
override this special order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The unfinished 
business overrides all snastal orders. 

Mr. CLARK. I hope the Senator will give 
way, and let me goon at this time, as I desire to 
do so. I shall be obliged to be absent from the 
city for the next two weeks, and I hope I shall 
be allowed to go on now, under these circum- 
stances, 

Mr. SLIDELL. If we can have a perfect un- 
derstanding on the subject, I shall not object. In 


the first place, I desire to know whether this de- | 


bate is to be protracted; and whether this is to be 
considered hereafter, at the close of this day, as 
the unfinished business of the day? In the next 
place, I desire to know whether there is a prob- 
ability, according to the intimation made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that the Senate 
will adjourn very shortly; and in the last place, 
althoug?. the question may, perhaps, be somewhat 
indiscreet, | should like to know how long the 
Senator is goimg to speak? : 

Mr. CLARK. Well, sir, I will say to the Sen- 
ator, in Bible language, that I will speak as the 
spirit gives me utterance, 


Mr. SLIDELL, Then, I shall be obliged, from 


past experience of the brevity of the Senator, to | 


—. 
Mr. CLARK, I will give him the best inform- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


, ation I have. I may speak from an hour anda 


There can be no mistake on || 


| this resolution has been based, that is all. 


| sary? : , 
Mr. HAMMOND. You might dedicate that | 
statue just as you put up a mile-stone, and it 





half to two hours. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I insist on the special order. 

Mr. CLARK. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair; or rather, | will move to postpone the 
unfinished business of Thursday, so that I may 
be enabled to go on. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
very cordially if the Senator will allow us first to 
get through with a joint resolution from the House 
of Representatives, which must be passed this 
morning or become worthless; and that is the 
resolution making an appropriation of the money 
necessary to inaugurate the statue of Washington 
on Wednesday. 

Mr. CLARK. I will say, as I said before, that 
I am willing that shail be taken up if, after that, 
I shall not be interrupted. 

Mr.SLIDELL. ‘Then, Mr. President, I want 
to have an understanding, too, that the bill, which 
ought to be passed to-day, and would be passed 
if the Senate sat until the usual hour, and it were 
not interfered with by the speech of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, shall be taken up at the 
close of to-day’s session, to be considered as the 
unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. CLARK. I have no objection to that at all. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Now, then, I suppose, 
Mr. President, | may make my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Mr. CLARK. 
STATUE OF WASIIINGTON. 


I will yield to that motion. 


On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, the House 


joint resolution (No. 8) making an appropria- 
tion for the inaugurating of the equestrian statue 
of Washington, was read twice, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates 
$10,000, to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Interior in transporting and placing Mills’s statue 
of Washington on the pedestal designated by the 


| proper authorities, and in the ceremonies appro- 


priate to the occasion. 


Mr. PUGH. I understand the Secretary of the | 


Interior only estimated $3,000 himself, as reported 
to us by the Senator from Maryland; and while 
I desire to be very liberal in this affair, it seems 
to me that without some explanation it would be 
unwise toadd $7,000 to the estimate. 


and abcve the estimate of the Secretary. 


Mr. HAMMOND. The Seeretary of the In- | 


terior, no doubt, made his estimate in consequence 
of Congress having appropriated only $3,000 to 
the dedication of the Jackson statue; but the 
Jackson statue was a private work of art. It 


was made at the expense of some Democratic or | 
i The Federal Gov- 

ernment had nothing to do with it, except to attend | 
the celebration; and it was a compliment, merely || 
an addition to their funds, that it gave them $3,000. | 
It was on that datum, perhaps, that the Secretary || 
made this estimate; and, moreover, the heads of || 
| Departments are very chary cf making large es- | 
| timates about such matters now-a-days. 
| do not want to take the responsibility. 


monumental association here. 


They 


House of Representatives, withouta word, passed 

the appropriation of $10,000, and I trust the Sen- 

ate will do the same. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 


what the necessity is. 


I should like to know 


should, however, like to know on what estimate 
Gen- 
Will that money be neces- 
Is it really needed ? 


tlemen say $10,000. 


would cost little or nothing. You might expend 


50,000 or $100,000, in making a grand occasion. 
cannot tell the little particulars, nor can anybody 


make any exact and detailed estimate. All I know | 
is, that you might spend $100,000, or put it up for || 


fifty dollars. We fixed upon $10,000 as a suffi- 
cient sum to make a handsome occasion. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. My inquiry is, whether 
the committee of which the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina is chairman, ascertained, 
from the estimate they have made, that this 
amount of money will be necessary? Wau 
Mr. HAMMOND. They reported this joint 


resolution. 


OBE. 


I will vote for that motion | 


With the as- | 
sent of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


I should | 


like to know what the $7,000 is to be for, over | 


I said the other day that | 
| | was opposed to the place where this statue was | 
| to be erected, but that seems to be settled. I 


|| propriate manner. 
| appropriate manner, let us not do itat all. 
| that $10,000 is a very small sum for that purpose. 





_February 20, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
say. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to hear the state- 
ment from some member of the committee, as to 
what is the yse to which the money is to be ap- 
plied. Is there any construction to be made, or 
what is to be done for which money is needed ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Well, sir, it is somewhat 
difficult to say. There is a considerable sum 
needed for construction. There is a very large 
platform in course of erection there. Then, in- 
vitations have been extended to the military in 
various parts of the country to be present on the 
occasion; and among other sums to be expended, 
we invited the ordnance department to carry ar- 
tillery there to fire a salute, and they made appli- 
cation to us to pay for their horses, as they had 
no contingent fund which they could use for that 
purpose. There are various items of that sort; I 
cannot now go into all the particulars. Every 
one can have an idea of the particulars in which 
money is to be spent in making a grand fete. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is exactly the point to which 
I intended to come. I am not willing to appro- 
priate money to cover invitations in order to sus- 
tain a pageant. Ours is not a Government of 
games and shows; and unless there is some con- 
struction to be made; some expense which is prop- 
erly to be incurred; something more than hiring 
a few horses to pull cannon, | do not see why the 
a gO is presented for our consideration. 

Mr. HALE. 1 will content myself with ask- 
ing for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out ‘* ten”’ and inserting ‘‘three.’’ I 
am satisfied $3,000 is all that we can safely vote. 
If there are any other expenses for the celebration 
proper and necessary, and they be shown, I shal! 
be willing to vote for an appropriation for them, 
but without some estimate I cannot vote beyond 
$3,000. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 


Then | have nothing to 


I should prefer that there 


| should be no appropriation at all, rather than 


only $3,000. It would certainly break up the 


| whole programme of arrangements, and it might 


just as well be dropped at once. If the Senate 


| chooses to take the responsibility of saying there 


shall be no dedication of the statue in a manner 
suited to the occasion, there is no appropriation 
necessary at all except to pay the mechanics who 
are constructing the work thus far, and perhaps 
$500 would cover that. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, this is 


an occasion that will very seldom occur, and I do 


| not think that we ought to be very nice now in 
| calculating the exact amount that it will cost to 


erect this statue of General Washington in the - 
face of his country. 1 do not care what sum is 
proposed; I will vote for the largest sum that is 
proposed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 want to say a single word 
on the appropriation. I had not the pleasure of 
listening to all that fell from the chairman of the 
committee; and I do not know how extensive his 


| statement was in relation to the necessity or pro- 
The || 


priety of this appropriation. I know of no pro- 


| vision in the Constitution that authorjzed you to 


construct this statue originally, except it be one 


| incidental to the ornamenting of your public 


grounds. You have done it. It has been com- 

leted; and you now propose to inaugurate it. 
if you do so, I say it ought to be done in an ap- 
If itis not to be done in an 
I say 


That is my judgment. It is a small sum indeed. 
I would not be parsimonious, nor would I be ex- 
travagant. It is hardly just to say that it is a 
sum that comes up to a proper standard, in my 


} judgment. 


ow, sir, what are the methods in which this 


| money is to be expended? First, we are told, on 


estimates by those who understand, that it will 
cost $2,000 for the fixtures around the statue for 
the accommodation of the audience, the putting 
up of seats, &c.; and then the balance of this 
appropriation was predicated upon the idea that 
there was to be a regiment from New York and 


| a regiment from Richmond; there were to be sev- 
eral companies from Baltimore, and one or two 


companies from Alexandria; and it was the pur- 
pose of the committee to recommend a sum suffi- 


'| ciently large to entertain those troops while they 
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1860. 
were here on the ground—not to pay them one 
farthing for transportation in coming or going, or 
in any other way, but simply to pay the expenses 
they must necessarily be at while they were, In 
’ sense of the word, the guests of the nation 
here. This sum will hardly do it. I am told 
this morning that the New York regiment vvill 
not be here. These are the only purposes to 
which your money will be appropriated—to pay 
those who are invited here as your guests. If the 
New York regiment does not come, undoubtedly 
it will not take all thissum. If they come, it will 
take this sum, economically spent. 

Mr. PUGH. Have the committee invited these 
companies? 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


one 


They have. 


Mr. PUGH. ThenI shall withdraw my amend- | 
“ment, with a protest against this inviting of com- 


panies from abroad. [ withdraw my amendment, 
if the Senate 1s already committed to the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This sum is a very small 
amount, if you are disposed to do the thing in an 
appropriate manner. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
and was read the third time; and on the question, 
‘* Shall the joint resolution pass?” 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 38, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bragg, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, Clark, Clingman, Coilamer, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, Foster, 
Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin, Hammond, Haun, Hemp- 
hill, Kennedy, Mallory, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sebastian, Simmons, Slidell, Ten Eyck, Thom 
son, Wigtall, and Wilsoun—3s. 

NAYS. --Messrs. Chandler, Clay, Davis, Fessenden, Hale, 
Harlan, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Pugh, Sumner, 
Toombs, Wade, and Wilkinson—13. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
RELATIONS OF THE STATES. 


On motion of Mr. CLARK, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolutions, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Davis on the 2d instant: 


1. Resolved, That, in the adoption of the Federal Con- 
stitution, the States adopting the same acted severally as 
free and independent sovereignties, delegating a portion of 
their powers to be exercised by the Federal Government for 
the increased security of each against dangers, domestic as 
well as foreign ; and that any intermeddling by any one or 
more States, or by a combination oftheir citizens, with the 
domestic institutions of the others, on any pretext, whether 
political, moral, or religious, with the view to their disturb 
ance or subversion, is in violation of the Constitution, in- 
sulting to the States so interfered with, endangers their 
domestic peace and tranquillity—objects for which the Con- 
stitution was formed—and, by necessary consequence, 
serves to weaken and destroy the Union itself. 
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| adoption of which the Union could not have been formed,” 
| and the laws of 1793 and 1850, which were enacted to se- 


cure its execution, and the main features of which, being 
similar, bear the impress of nearly seventy years of sanc 


| tion by the highest judicial authority, have unquestionable 


claim to the respect and observance of all who enjoy the 
benefits of our compact of Union ; and that the acts of State 
Legislatures to defeat the purpose or nullify the require 
ments of that provision, and the laws made in pursuance 
of it, are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitu 
tion, revolutionary in their effect, and, if persisted in, must 
sooner or later, Jead the States, injured by such breach of 
the compact, to exercise their judgment as to the proper 
mode and measure of redress. 


Mr. CLARK. 


Here, Mr. President, is a se- 


| ries of six resolutions presented by the Senator 


2. Resolved, That uegro slavery, as it exists in fifteen 


States of this Union, composes an important portion of their 
domestic ingtitutions, inherited from their ancestors, and 
existing at the adoption of the Constitution, by which it is 
recognized as constituting an important element of the ap- 
portionment of powers among the States ; and that no change 
of opinion or teeling on the part of the non-slaveholding 
States of the Union in relation to this institution, can justify 
them or their citizens in open and systematic attacks thereon 
with a view to its overhrow ; and that all such attacks are 
in manifest violation of the mutual and solemn pledge to 
protect and defend each ofher, given by the States, respecf- 
ively, on vg into the constitutional compact which 
formed the Un.oa, and are a manifest breach of faith, and 
a violation of the most solemn obligations. 

3. Resolved, That the Union of these States rests on the 
equality of rights and privileges among its members; and 


that it is especially the duty of the Senate, which represents | 


the States in their sovereign capacity, to resist all attempts 
to discriminate either in relation to person or property, so 
as,in the Territories, which are the common possession of 
the United States, to give advantages to the citizens of one 
State which are not equally secured to those of every other 
State. 

4. Resoived, That neitherCongress nora Territorial Legis- 
lature, whether by direct legislation or legislation of an in- 


direct and unfriendly nature, possess the power to annul | 
or impair the constitutional right of any citizen of the Uni- | 


ted States to take his slave property into the common ter- 
ritories ; but it is the duty of the Federal Government there 
to afford, for that as for other species of property, the need 

ful protection ; and, if experience should at any time prove 
that the judiciary does not possess power to insure adequate 
protection, it will then become the duty of Congress to sup 

ply such deficiency. 

5. Resolved, That the inhabitants of an organized Terri- 
tory of the United States, when they rightfully form a con- 
stitution to be admitted as a State into the Union, may then, 
for the first time, like the people of a State, when forming 
a new constitution, decide for themselves whether slavery, 


from Mississippi. There are many things in them 
in which I do not entirely concur; there are some 
things in them from which I entirely dissent; but 
I propose, at this time, to confine myself entirely, 
or almost entirely, to the fourth resolution of the 
It is this: 

** Resolved, That neither Congress nora Territorial Legis 
lature, whether by direct legislation or legislation of an in 
direct and unfriendly nature, possess the power to annul or 
impair the constitutional right of any citizen of the United 
Stateg to take his slave property into the common territo 
rie ut it is the duty of the Federal Government there to 
afford, for that as for other species of property, the needful 
protection; and, if experience should at any time prove 
thatthe judiciary docs not possess power to insure adequate 


series, 


protection, it will then become the duty of Congress to 


supply such deficiency.”* 

This resolution, Mr. President, is bold and ag- 
gressive in its character; it is alarming. It calls 
fora species of legislation entirely new in the his- 
tory of the legislation of this Government, and at 
variance with its past policy. But, before | pro- 


| ceed to discuss the resolution, I want to call the 
| attention of the Senate to an extract froma speech 


made by Hon. Joun C. BreckinripGe, Senator 
elect from Kentucky, at Frankfort, in that State, 
on the 2Ilst of December, 1859: 

*<In this connection, I do not hesitate to say that the aim 
of every good citizen should be to keep the question of sla- 
very out of Congress. I[ts-agitation there has been produc 
tive only of evil to us, and thatcontinually. Inthe present 
condition of public aflairs, [can see no motive to thrustthe 
territorial question on the congressional arena, that has its 
origin in a feeling of loyalty to the Union. At present, the 
slavery question, in this aspect of it, is not before Congress. 
No southern Senator or Representative proposes lesislation 
upon it. No complaint of violated rights comes from any 
Territory. No evidence is offered that the Constitution, the 


| laws, and the courts, are not competent to protect personal 


| right and private property. 


Hence, while I would never 


| abandon a constitutional right, especially after it had been 
| judicially determined, l never would prematurely raise any 
| question to distract the country, when no voice demands it, 


North, South, East, or West.”’ 
I have read that extract, not to blame the hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippt [Mr. Davis] for 


| introducing these resolutions here, nor to blame 


as a domestic institution, shall be maintained or prohibited | 
within their jurisdiction ; and if Congress shall admitthem | 
as a State, “they shall be received into the Union with or | 
without slavery, as their constitution may prescribe at the | 


time of their admission.” 
6. Resolved, That the provision of the Constitution for 


the rendition of fugitives from service or labor, “ without the | 


the other Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] 
for introducing certain resolutions which he pre- 
sented, nor to blame any Senator for introducing 


| any resolution; nor do I do itto put the honorable 


Mr. Breckinrince in the position of blaming 
those Senators, when he said that no southern 
Senatgr asks for legislation on the subject of sla- 
very In the Territories. That is not my object. 
I do it for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the Senate to what I call the modern history of 
slavery agitation in this country, going back for 
the last ten years,and for the purpose of correct- 
ing what I think is an erroneous impression, that 
the northern people, and especially the Republi- 


| can party, are those who are responsible for the 


| of affairs since 1850, at the time when the 


| the United States. 


agitation of the slavery question here in Congress. 
I ask the attention of the Senate and of Senators 
to the position of affairs now, and to the progress 
com- 
promise measures of that period were introduced 
into Congress. At that time Mr. Webster said, 
in a speech which he made on the 7th of March, 
1850, that the question of slavery was settled in 
every foot of the territory that then belonged to 
This is his language: 

** And f now say, sir, as the proposition upon which I 
stand this day, and upon the truth and firmness of which I 
intend to act until it is overthrown, that there is not, at this 


moment, within the United States, or any territory of the 
United States, a single foot of land, the character of which, 


| in regard to its being free-soil territory or slave territory, is 





not fixed by some law, and some irrepealable law, beyond 


| the power of the action of this Government.’’—Congres- 


sional Globe, Thirty-First Congress, first session, part one, 
volume 21, page 479. 

If every foot of the territory of the United States 
was then fixed by an irrepealable law, as regards 
its being free territory or slave territory, what has 
been the necessity of any agitation of the question 
of slavery in Congress in regard to the Territo- 
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ries since that time? What did you do, sir, and 
what has been done? I speak now of the Demo- 
cratic party. In 1852, in the convention of the 
Democratic party, they resolved in substance that 
slavery agitation should be kept out of Congress; 
and yet, in the year 1854, when they came into 
Congress, the Democratic party commenced agi- 
tation, stirred up the country in a way that it has 
never been stirred up before, by the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, and threw the whole coun- 
try into commotion on that subject. I may say 
that the Republican party is the child of slavery 
agitation In Congress; it was brought into exist- 
ence by the repeal of the Missouri compromise, 
and the repeal of the Missouri compromise was 
carried through, advocated, and perfected by the 
action of the Democratic party in Congress. 

W hat was next done ? ~ 1856 the same Dem- 
ocratic party, meeting in convention, by its dele- 
gates at Cincinnatt, resolved the same thing over 
again, that there should be no more agitation on 
the subject of slavery in Congress. Here is the 
resolution: ) 


“That the Democratic party will resist all attempts at 
renewing, in Congress or out of it, the agitation of the sla 
very question, under whatever shape or color the attempt 
may be made.’’ 

That was in 1856. In 1850 you resolved that 
you would have no agitation. In 1852 you re- 
solved that you would have no agitation. In 1854 
you had agitation, and repealed the Missouri 
compromise; and in 1856 you resolved again that 
you would have no agitation; and in 1857, and 
the first part of 1858, you brought in your Le- 
compton constitution, obtained over the people of 
Kansas by fraud and oppression, and you began 
to agitate again; in 1858 you broughtin your Cuba 
question, and began to agitate again; and then, in 
1859, you bring in your resolution of investiga- 
tion; you bring in these resolutions; and so you 
agitate from year to year, while from year to year 
you resolve that you will not agitate. The Dem- 
ocratic party put forth in their resolutions that 
they will not agitate the question of slavery; yet 
here, from month to month, from session to ses- 
sion, they are continually bringing forward meas- 
ures for its agitation; and these resolutions are 
here, not from the Democratic party as a party, 
to be sure, but from members of the Demucratic 
party. I find no fault with their action; I only 
design to show what has been the course of the 
Democratic party on this subject, and that the 
Republican party is not to blame for the agita- 
tion. 

Mr. President, I have observed one thing in the 
history of this slavery agitation: that whenever 
the Democrats, by their delegates, go into a con- 
vention on the eve of a presidential election, they 
say they will have no agitation; but when that 
occasion is past, and they come into Congress, 
they are the very people to agitate the yr one 
Ido not know now but that, when the delegates 
of the Democratic party go down to Charleston 
this year, they will again resolve that there shall 
be no agitation. Most probably they will; and 
when they return here, these questions will be 
renewed and carried forward. 

But to return to the resolution. I said this res- 
olution was bold and aggressive. I said it was 
alarming. I said that it sought for legislation so 
much eat variance with the history and policy of 
the Government in regard to the Territories, that 
it should command the attention of the country, 
When you proposed to establish the Missouri 
compromise, in 1820, slavery was timid and cau- 
tious. It did not seek forthe whole territory. It 
said: **Grant us Missouri asa slave State, and 
from the territory north of 36° 30’ north latitude 
slavery shall be entirely excluded. Give us this 
small part ; you may take the rest.” When you 
wanted to secure the annexation of Texas, and 
its admission into the Union as a State, you did 
not say that Texas should forever be doomed to 
slavery. You said, let it come in asa slave State, 
and then there shall be new States formed out of 
it—not more than five, nor less than three; and as 
to all that portion of Texas which is north of 36° 
30’, it shall be free territory; and as to the new 
States which may be formed out of it south of 36° 
30’, they shall be slave States or free States, just 
as the people inhabiting them may desire. 5la- 
very, then, was cautious—timid; not se bold as 
now. When you desire to erecta territorial! gov- 
ernment in the territory acquired from Mexico, 
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you did not say then, as you say now, that sla- 
V ry goes into every foot of that territory. You 
did not say, if the laws are not sufficient there to 
protect it, the courts or Congress must protect it; 
but you said, let that territory stand; itis to be 
govern d by climate and by geography and by its 
productions. itis fixed, said Mr. Webster, by an 
irrepealable law, and slavery never can go there. 
But, sir, experience has shown that Mr. Web- 
ster was not right; that the law of climate and of 
rvography and of production, which he cited, 


was not sufficient to control the situation of that | 


country; and in spite of climate, in spite of geog- 
raphy, in spite of production, and in spite of 
nature, and | had almost said, in spite of the Ruler 
of the Territory, slavery has gone there; and the 
‘Territorial Legislature of New Mexico have 
passed a code of laws which I do not hesitate to 
say are barbarous, a disgrace to civilization, and 
to humanity. 

So too, sir, when you repealed the Missouri 
compromise, you did not do it boldly. You did 
not say, ** we wish slavery to fo into the terri- 
tory north of 36° 30’ north latitude.’’ You said, 
‘‘we do not wish to extend slavery; and it never 
will go there unless some household servants are 
carried there.’ By indirection, by persuading the 
people of the country that the settlement of the 
question was to be left to the inhabitants of the 
Peevivery ,yourepeeled ths Missouri compromise. 
Now, sir, ix years afterwards slavery has grown 
bold; it walks erect, and its supporters say, ‘*we 
must be allowed to carry our slaves into the Ter- 
ritories, every inch and every foot of them, if we 
desire. We have a right under the Constitution 
so to carry them there, and the Congress must 
pass laws to protect our property there.”’ 

You see, Mr. President, how bold this institu- 
tion has grown—what its practice 1s now, com- 
pared to what it was formerly. Now it secks 
directly to appropriate the whole territory to itself. 
it seeks all the territory from the Rio Grande to 
the British possessions; from the Gulf of Cali- 
fornia to Puget Sound; from the western line 
of Missouri to the Pacific. It does not seck to 
divide the territory now as formerly, but it grasps 
the whole; up the rivers, over the moutains, and 
down into the valleys; in the sunny South, and 
in the ice-ribbed North; upon the arid and barren 
center, or on the fertile slopes; wherever a white 


man may go, slavery seeks to accompany him. | 


Briareus like, with its hundred arms, it grasps the 
entire territory of the United States Government. 

But, Mr. President, not only is the doctrine of 
this resolution bold, but it is alarming—alarming 
because it makes another step in the progress of 
the slave power. At first freedom claimed the 
whole. When the Government was founded, the 
fathers of the country, the framers of the ordi- 
nance of 1787, and of the Constitution, restricted 
slavery and prohibited it from all the territories 
of the United States, unless it might be a certain 
indefinite portion ceded by South Carolina. In 
1820, when you established the Missouri com- 
promise, slavery claimed a part, but was willing 
to yield the most. She claimed to have Missouri 
come in asa slave State; but as to all that terri- 
tory north of 36° 30’, she yielded it forever as free 
territory; and as to the territory then left south of 
the line of 36° 30’, nothing was said whether it 
was to be slave territory or free territory. Mr. 
Clay, in his speech in 1850 on the compromise 
measures, maintained that even as to that terri- 
tory south of the line of 36° 30’, slavery could 
not gothere. Iwill read you an extract from 
that speech, because it serves to show how much 
the slave power has advanced since that time. I 
read from the speech of Mr. Clay made on the 
22d of July, 1850: 

“* Lam aware that there are gentlemen who maintain that, 
in virtue of the Constitution, the right to carry slaves south 
of that line already exists, and that, of course, those who 
maintain that opinion want no other security for the trans- 
portation of their slaves south of that line than the Consti- 
tution. If t had not heard that opinion avowed, | should 
have regarded it as one of the most extraordinary assump- 
tions, and the most indefensible position that was ever 
taken by man. The Constitution neither created, nor does 
it continue slavery. Slavery existed independent of the 


was dependent in the States, not upon the will of Congress, 
but upon the law of the respective States. The Constitu 
tion is silent and passive upon the subject of the institution 
of slavery, or rather it deals with the faci asa fact that 


| form that constitution ? 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the territory, and having it admitted asa slave | 
State, and yielding the rest of the territory to free- | 


dom, slavery claims the whole territory. ‘Thatis 


the doctrine of this resolution; that there is a con- | 


stitutional right, on the part of the slave master, 
to take his slave and go with him anywhere into 
the territory of the United States, and hold him 
there as a slave; and if the laws are not sufficient 
now for the purpose of holding him there, this 
Government is bound to provide laws sufficient to 
hold him there. I say the doctrine is alarming 
to the free States, because the next step will be to 
provide that the slave goes not only into the Ter- 


ritories of the United States, but that he may be’ 


held in the States, after they come in as States. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


Let us trace the doctrine a little further in its | 


progress. In 1854, when you enacted the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill, you maintained that the juris- 


diction should be left to the people over the sub- 


| 


ject of slavery; that, if they wanted slavery, they | 


should have it; if they did not wantit, they should 


not have it: the people of the Territory were to | 


decide for themselves. Do you hold that doc- 
trine now? No,sir. [tis now distinctly avowed 
that the people of a Territory cannot, at any time, 
restrict slavery out of the Territory. They can 
only do so when they come to form a constitution 


for admission as a State. I want some gentleman | 
who understands, and who has looked at the mat- | 


ter, to answer me these questions. 


If the peo- 


ple of a Territory have power over slavery when | 


they form a State government, where do they get 


it? Does Congress grant them the power? You | 


deny that Congress has any jurisdiction over sla- 
very in the Territories. Is it inherent in them- 
selves? Ifso,why cannot they use it before they 


swer me this other question: if the Constitution 


I want somebody to an- | 


carries slavery into the Territories, and is, in that | 


respect, the supreme law of the land to protect 
slavery there, so that the people of the Territory 


cannot abolish it, where do the people of the Ter- 


ritory get the power to override the Constitution? 
It is the supreme law of the land. Then, if they 
possess no power to override the Constitution, I 
want you to tell me where the people of a State, 
when they are admitted as a State, get the power 


| to exclude slavery? The Constitution, accord- 


ing to your doctrine, carries slavery in its hands, 
and bears it forward and protects it. Where, then, 
do the people get the power, in any State, to abol- 
ish it? The Constitution is the supreme law of 
the land in a State, just es much as it is ina Ter- 
ritory. There is no difference made in the Con- 
stitution, as regards the efficacy of the powers of 
the Constitution and the laws of Congress under 
it, between a State and a Territory. It does not 
say that you shall be able to restrict slavery in a 
Territory, and not ina State. The Constitution 


| is supreme both in Territory and in State. The 


| exclude slavery. 


cause of alarm is here: you said, five years ago, 
that the people of a Territory, at any time, might 
You say now, they can-only 
exclude it when they are admitted into the Union 
asa State. Will you not, two years hence, or 
four years hence, say that no State can exclude it; 
and will you not say that the slave master has a 
right to take his slave from Virginia and go into 


| 


Massachusetts or New Hampshire, and hold him | 
there? Will you not say that the Constitution | 


acknowledges the slave as property, treats him 
as such; and that we have no right to abolish your 
right of property in aslave? Will you not say 


February 20, 











And speaking of the admission of California 
into the Buen at that time, he says further, in 
the same speech: 

“‘ Why, if the Constitution gave the privilege, it would 

be incompetent for California to adopt the provision which 
| she has in her constitution.”’ 

That is, if the Constitution gave the privileze 
| of holding slaves in California, it would be in- 
competent for the people of California to adopt a 
provision in their constitution restricting slavery. 
| Now, Mr. President, it is claimed that the Con- 

stitution carries slavery into the Territories, or 
that under and by virtue of the Constitution the 
slaveholder may take his property in slaves into 
the Territories; and if this position is yielded, 
and becomes established under this Government, 
the day is not far distant, in my judgment, when 
slavery will claim extension into the old States 
over which the Constitution is the supreme law, 
and the time may come when the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] as he boasted some two 
or three or four years ago, may call the roll of 
his slaves around the monument on Bunker Hill. 

But, Mr. President, this resolution seeks for 

legislation at variance with the policy and history 

of the Government. The first great initial meas- 
| ure for the government of the Territories of the 
United States, was the ordinance of 1787. It is 
part of the political history of the country, which 
every intelligent man knows, that some of the men 
who aided to form the Constitution, and the men 
who from their position might be best supposed 
to know what was intended by its provisions 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire made some allusion to me. I wantto know 
where he got that statement ? 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot say exactly where I 
gotit. I have seen it quoted several times. 

Mr. TOOMBS. He takes very great pains to 
give it currency and circulation. A contradiction 
has been in the newspapers three times. It seems 
to be your policy to make such statements, how- 
ever. 

Mr. CLARK. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I 
have never seen the contradiction. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It was printed in New Eng- 
land in the presidential election of 1856, and also 
in New York. 

Mr. CLARK. It may be; but [ have never 
read the one hundredth part of all that is printed 
in New England, or the one thousandth part of 
what is printed in New York. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator ought to have 
some authority for such a statement as he has 
made. 

Mr. CLARK. I have seen it several times, and 
it would not be surprising if I did not now recol- 
| lect the precise place in which I had seen it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You may have seen it in the 
New York Tribune—a journal which is the gen- 
eral receptacle of all falsehoods. 

Mr. CLARK. Idonct remember that T have 
ever seen it there. I will not undertake to say 
what it is the receptacle of. I only desire to be 
| understood distinctly by the Senator, that I have 

seen it, and have never seem it contradicted. If 
he contradicts it now, I am willing to admit the 
contradiction distinctly. I will say, that | am 
glad to hear that the Senator from Georgia did not 
utter that sentiment. I am glad to be corrected, 





|, and I have no doubt the people in my section of 


that you have a right to go there, and take your | 
property into the States, although they were ad- | 


mitted into the Union at the time of the formation 
of the Government? 

I say, then, Mr. President, the people of the 
free States have great cause for alarm. The prog- 
ress of slavery has been directly towards the end 
which I indicate—not only to uphold slavery in 
the Territories, but, by and by, it will be to up- 
hold it in the free States against the will and laws 
of those States. I am not left without authority 


' on that subject; and I desire to call the attention 


| 
| 
! 


exists, without having created, continued, or being respon- || 


sible for it, in the slightest degree, within the States.” 


; 


of the Senate again to the same speech of Mr. 


| Clay, from which I before read, in which he 


Constitution, and antecedent to the Constitution; and it || maintains the doctrine that if the Constitution 


rotects and defends slavery in the Territories, 
it must be admitted that it equally protects and 
defends it in the States. He says: 


“If the Constitution possess the paramount authority 


Union would yield to that paramount authority.” 


| 
j 
| 


| 
| 





i . . | tai oy 
| attributed to it, the laws of even the free States of the | tained. There was no 


Now, instead of, as in 1820, taking a portion of 


the country will be glad to be corrected. 

I was saying, Mr. President, when I was inter- 
rupted, that it is a part of the,political history of 
the country which every intelligent man knows, 

that some of the men who aided to form our Con- 
| stitution—and the men who, from their position, 
| might be best supposed to know what was in- 
| tended by its provisions—adopted the ordinance 


| of 1787, and extended it over the Northwest Ter- 


|ritory. It was the institution of a government 
| for the Territories; not for a Territory in partic- 
ular, but for the Territories of the United States, 
| out of which several new States were to be at some 
time formed. It was the beginning; and at that 
beginning they excluded slavery from all that 
region of country, except for the punishment of 
| erime, which was from all the territory to which 
| the United States had then any exclusive claim. 
There had been a cession made by the State of 

South Carolina, I believe, at that time; but what 

its boundaries were could not be precisely ascer- 
olitical cant, then, that 
slavery was ‘‘ before and above all law and con- 
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stitutions,’’ nor that it rested on the same founda- 
tion as other property. These men said ** there 
shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude 
in the said Territory.’’ This was in the Congress 
under the Confederation; and itis remarkable that 
one of the articles of this ordinance, to wit, the 
fifth, made provision for the admission of notless 
than three nor more than five new States, which 
new States were at liberty to form permanent State 
governments, ** provided the constitution and State 
government so to be formed shall be republican, 
and in conformity to the principles contained in these 
articles’’—that is, shall exclude slavery; and this 
article the Assembly of Virginia ratified and con- 
firmed, reciting it verbatim in the act of her As- 
sembly, on the 30th day of December, L788. 

The dogma is now the fashionable doctrine, 
that when a State comes to Congress for admis- 
sion, Congress has nothing todo but to look at 
her constitution, and see that it is republican in 
its character, and then admit the State; but in this 
instance, and by this ordinance, the Congress of 
the Confederation provided that the State notonly 
should adopt a constitution republican in iischar- 
acter, but it should make a constitution conform- 
able to that ordinance, and should exclude slave- 
ry from the State by its constitution. Virginia, 
when she passed the act reciting the provisions of 
the ordinance, and assenting to it, had not learned 
the doctrine that African slavery was right, and 
thatit ennobled either race—the white man or the 
African. She sought not to extend it, but ratified 
and confirmed the act which excluded it from 
the States to be formed out of the vast territory 
which she had ceded for the common good of all 
the States. 

Thus the Congress of the Confederation formed 
the earliest system of government for the Territo- 
ries; Virginiaratified and confirmed it; and the first 
Congress under the Constitution, by the act of 
August 7, 1789, in order that it might continue 
to have full effect, adapted it to the Constitution. 
Where was squatter sovereignty then? Did the 
founders of the Government say, ‘* We will leave 
it to the people of the Territory to decide whether 
they will have slavery or not??? Did they say that 
‘When the State comes in with her constitution, 
we will leave it to the people to adopta restriction 
on slavery inthe constitution or not?’’ Certainly 
not. It was one of the provisions by which they 
could come into the Union, and to which they were 
confined, that they should restrict slavery and 
keep it out of their territory by the constitution 
of the State. I need scarcely refer to the action | 
of Congress afterwards, in 1803, in regard to the 
‘Territory of Indiana, when the people of Indiana 
petitioned for the right tohold slaves. Congress 
refused them that permission. The action of 
Congress upon that subject is to be found in the 
American State Papers, Public Lands, volume 
one, page169, and also page 68; and in the last | 
instance, Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, made the 
report. 

Do you tell me, Mr. President, that the ordi- 
nance of 1787 was adopted under the Articles of 
Confederation and not under the present Constitu- 
tion, and that the state of slavery under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation might be one thing, and its 
state under the Constitution another; that under 
the Articles of Confederation Congress might hav: 
power to prohibit it, and under the Constitution 
not have power to prohibit it? Then, I say to 
you, sir, that Congress, after the adoption of the 
Gonstitution, by the act of August 7, 1789, (one of 
the earliest of the acts under the Constitution,) 
adopted this very ordinance, so altering some of 
itS provisions as to adapt it to the Constitution. 
They repeated it also, May 20, 1790, in the case 
of Ohio. They repeated it May 7, 1800, in the 
case of Indiana. They repeated it January 11, 
1805, in the case of Michigan. They repeated it 
May 3, 1809, in the case of Illinois. They re- 
een it in the case of Wisconsin; and again, 
March 6, 1820, in the passage of the Missouri 
compromise. They repeated it again June 12, 
1838, in the case of Iowa; and again, August 14, 
1848, in the case of Oregon; and again, March 3, 
1849, in the case of Minnesota. In every one of 
these cases they referred to that erdinance, carried 
some portions of it over the Territory, and ex- 
cluded slavery. 

Thus, Mr. President, for sixty years, by these 
acts, did the Congress ‘under the Constitution re- 
strict slavery from the Territories; and now we 
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have as the modern doctrine the assertion that all 
that legislation for sixty years was unconstitu- 
tional, at variance with the Constitution; that 


, there was no power to restrict slavery in the Ter- 


ritories by the Constitution; but that, on the other 
hand, the Constitution carried slave ry into all of 
them, and should protect it there. 

But, Mr. President, there is another class of in- 
stances besides these, much to my purpose. The 
doctrine claimed here is, that ifthe law of the Ter- 
ritory, or if the courts are inadequate to protect 
property in slaves, Congress should do it, and it 
is the duty of Congress to do it; and there is no 
distinction made in such property, whether born 
here or imported; the claim is the same. The first 
of the instances to which I now refer, is the act of 
May 20, 1790, for the government of the territory 
of the United States south of the river Ohio. This 
act referred to another of April 2, 1790, accepting 
the deed of the cession of land by North Carolina. 
In that deed of cession, dated previously in 1790, 
(I do not know the month; after the passage of the 
ordinance of 1787, how®tver, and after its adop- 
tion by the act of Congress, of August 7, 1789,) 
there was this remarkable proviso: 

“That no regulation made, or to be made, by Congress, 
shall tend to emancipate slaves.”’ 

Now, this is the point of the argument in this 
instance. 
under the Constitution, Congress held the power 
to exclude slaves from the Territory, and might 
exercise it, unless she provided against it in her 
deed of cession, as she did. There was no pre- 
tense then, that a master could carry his slave 
there, and that Congress was bound to protect 
him under the Constitution. The fear was, that, 
under the Constitution, Congress would exclude 
him; and hence the proviso. 

The next instance was the establishment of the 
Territory of Mississippi, in April, 1798. By that 
act, the President was ‘*‘ authorized to establish 
therein a government in all respects similar to that 
now exercised in the territory northwest of the 
river Ogio, excepting and excluding the last ar- 
ticle of the ordinance;’’ and the people were en- 
titled to all its immunities and privileges. The 
importation of slaves was prohrbited under a pe- 
cuniary penalty, and the slave so imported set 
free. ‘There was no provision for the protection 
of slaves in this act. 

March 20, 1804, the Territories of Orleans and 
Louisiana were established. No special pro- 


| vision was made in that act for the protection of 


slaves; but, on the contrary, no citizen of any State 
could carry a slave into it unless he actually owned 
the slave and was going there to settle. Itdebarred 
all others from the Territory, and declared every 
slave brought in against the provisions of thie act 
entitled to freedom. Here was a direct acknowl- 
edgment of the power of Congress to exclude 
slaves; for if it could exclude a part it could ex- 
clude the whole. And here, too, is the declara- 
tion of the law, that the slave should be free if 
brought in contrary to the provisions of the law. 
They prohibited the master from carrying the 
slave there, and declared the slave free if he did. 

Then there was the act of March 4, 1805, erect- 
ing the Territory of Orleans. It extended over 
the Territory the ordinance of 1787, except the 
second paragraph respecting descent of estates, 
and the sixth article of compact. It also imposed 
restrictions upon the formation ef a constitution. 
If Congress could impose the restriction that the 
constitution should not be repugnant to the ordi- 
nance of 1787 in one particular, why not in all? 

Next came the act of June 4, 1812, in regard to 
the Missouri Territory. Here power was granted 
to make laws inall cases for the good government 
of the people. No man was to be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, but by judgment of his 
peers. There was nothing in that act protecting 
slave property, nor was it claimed at that time 
that the Constitution carried slaves, or that Con- 
gress was bound to protect them there. 

Then came the actof March 3, 1829, in regard 
to Florida, which granted to the territorial gov- 
ernment power to legislate upon all rightful sub- 


jects of legislation. The New Mexico and Utah || 
acts of September 9, Pee a the laws passed || 


in those Territories to be submitted to Congress, 
and gave the Territorial Legislatures power over 
all rightful subjects of legislation. The act of 
March 2, 1853, establishing Washington Terri- 
tory, granted power to the Territorial Legislature 
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to pass laws in regard to all nghtful subjects of 
legislation. 

The next was the Kansas-Nebraska act of May 
30, 1854, which did not legislate slavery into the 
Territory, and did not legislate slavery out of the 
Territory; but it did not pretend that the Consti- 
tution carried slavery into the T»rritory. There 
was no claim made then for the protection of 
slavery in the Territory under the Eonationtion. 

Mr. President, no Territory in which slavery 
was permitted by the organic act has ever become 
a free State, that Lam aware of; and no Territory 
from which slavery was excluded has ever become 
aslave State—a most instructive experience in the 
history of the Government. 

But, sir, bold, alarming, and contrary to the 
policy and history of the legislation of this Gov- 
ernment, as the doctripe of this resolution is, if it 
is to be seriously contended for and adopted by 
the Democratic party, as it will be if the South 
demand it, Iam glad itis here. In the language 
of one of the Senators from Mississippi, ** We do 
not want to cheat or to be cheated.’’ Let us un- 
derstand each other. ‘The Democracy, at least 
the southern wing of it,anda portion of the north- 
ern, declare that the Constitution carries slavery 
into all of the Territories of the United States, or, 


| what is equivalent, that, under the Constitution, 
North Carolina well understood, that, |) 


the slave master has a right to take his slave into 
a Territory of the United States; and if the laws 
there are not sufficient to protect him in the enjoy- 
mentof that so-called right of property, the pecple 
of the Territory should pass laws to sectire it; and, 
the people of the Territory failing to do it, Con- 
eress should do it unless the courts should have 
sufficient power; thus making Congress the guar- 
dian and protector of slavery in all the Territo- 
ries of the United States; in fact, establishing tt 
there. 

From this construction of the Constitution the 
Republicans dissent. ‘To this office of Congress, 
as founder and protector of slavery, they object. 


\ yr : > rr 
l'o prevent the extension of slavery into the Ter- 


ritories of the Federal Government, is a cardinal 
object with the Republican party. The repeal of 
the Missouri compromise, w hich had stood asa 


| sentinel for more than thirty years to guard the 


territory north of 36° 30’ north latitude from the 
aggressions of the slave power, revealed its de- 
sign to spread slavery into all the Territories of 
| the Union, and roused the determination in mil- 
lions of hearts to prevent it. 
Irom that determination, like Minerva from the 
head of Jove, fully matured, and armed with un- 
flinching purpose and iron will, the Republican 
| party sprang into existence to prevent the accom- 
plishment of that design. Stigmatizing it as a 
| relic of barbarism, it avows its purpose to confine 
it in its present limits; and if then it shall become 
unprofitable, ‘*be smothered,’’ to use the lan- 
guage of the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Dovexas,] 
and ‘*die out,’ it will only the sooner bring the 
accomplishment of the earnest desires and expec- 
tation of the founders of this Government. They 
will rejoice at it. 

To prevent the extension of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, | have said was a cardinal object of the 
the Republican party; but when LI say this, I deny 
that it attempts or secks to attempt, by any action 
of the General Government, to interfere with itin 
the States where it exists. Itis a matter beyond 
the control of such action. But when I say this, 
let it be understood also that vast numbers of 
those who comprise the Republican party, and 
of those who sympathize with it, deny the mght 
of any man or body of men to hold or establish 
property in man; and tHey will discuss the institu- 
tion of slavery, and hold it up as a moral, social, 
and political evil, as ruinous to the prosperity and 
population of the States where it exists, as a clog 
to their progress, as an enemy to the Union, and 
areproach to free governments; and, therefore, an 
evil to be excluded from the Territories. They 
will discuss it, because it is sought to be extended. 
They do not forget nor uoderrate the force of 
public opinion; they know that Legislatures and 
States acknowledge its power, andare swayed and 
controlled by it; that neither Virginia nor Mis- 
sissippi will long have slaves when public opinion 
demands their emancipation. They will, there 

| fore, labor to guide and strengthen that public 

| opinion, by. the school, the puipit, and the press; 
|| by writing’ and by oral speech; by the public 
(| journal and the periodical; by exhibition of the 
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benefits of free labor, and by every proper means, 
until the master himself, seeing the vast benefits 
of free labor, and the rapid progress of free States, 
feeling the force of the fundamental axiom of Jef- 
ferson, ** that all men are entitled to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness,’’ and knowing the 
manifold injustice of a system which js evil, and 
‘ that conunually”’ shall remove the ** hooks of 
teel’’ which have ‘‘ grappled’’ slavery to the’so- 
cial and political system. 

In the language of Mr. Webster, in 1847, and 

repeated in his 7th of March speech of 1859: 
‘* We are to use the first, and last, and every opportunity 
which offers, to oppose the extension of the slave power.’’ 
Make slavery extension and protection in the 
l'erritories the issue, and we will meet you upon 
it. ‘Take aslave code for your platform, or make 
ita plank in it, and you wilfconvert it into a plate 
of red-hot steel, upon which no northern man can 
tand, Reveal and publish such to be your pur- 
e, and the history of the end of northern De- 


socraey shall be as short and eraphic as that of | 


ro 
lie Chaldean monarch— 

in that night was Belshazzar, the king of the Chal- 
deans, shain.’? 

{ come now, Mr. President, to speak of the 
power of Congress, under the Constitution, to 
protect slavery in the Territories. 1 deny that it 
as such a power. I deny that, under the Cen- 

tution, and by virtue of the Constitution, the 

wwe master derives any right to take his slave 
to the ‘Territories. If he has that right, it is be- 
fore the Constitution, and independent of the Con- 
tituuion. Let us look, fora moment, at what 
was the condition of things at the fermation of 
Constutuuion. The history of the times may 
‘iiord us some light in coming toacorrect conclu- 
ion ou this subject. ‘There were then thirteen 


States, in most of which slaves were held, which | 


lad been united under the Articles of Confedera- 
tion. lL say, in most of these States slaves were 
held, held by virtue of local law, or local custom 
having the force of law. j 
common law, but by thelocal law;and itisa little 
rcomarkable that, whatever else may have been de- 
cided in the Dred Scott case, the judges who were 
the majority of the court who gave that opinion 
nd concurred in the reasoning of the Chief Jus- 
tice, dul not undertake to say that, by the com- 
non law, a slave could be held, or to overthrowa 
prior decision of the Supreme Court that a slave 
was held, by the local law. Each State held it, 
for itself, under its own laws or by its own cus- 
toms, Virginia held it by her laws or by her 
customs, and when a slave went out of Virginia 
into Maryland, or was carried into Maryland, it 
was then held by the laws of Maryland; and if car- 
ried into North Carolina, held by the laws of 
North Carolina. If carried to a free State, he be- 
came free, because there was no law to hold him, 
unless it was permitted there by sufferance. 

In this state of things, the Constitution was 
formed. Did the Constitution alter the condition 
of the slave in the States? Did it enact any pro- 
vision which altered his condition? Did it confer 
any new power upon the master, or restrict the 
master in any exercise of authority over his slave? 
Did it make any provision by which the slave 

ould be earried from one State into another, or 
from one Territory intoanother? Notatall. There 
are in the Constitution only four provisions con- 
cerning slaves. The first is to be found in article 
first, in the second section, and third paragraph. 
it is that which relates to representation and tax- 
auion, and the provision by which ‘ three fifths 
of all other persons”’ are te be included for taxa- 
tion and representat®n. 
referred to slaves; but do you find any provision 
there which can, by any system of reasoning, or 
by any logic, give to the master the right to take 
his slave from a State into a Territory, and have 
Congress protect him there? Let us bear in mind 
what is always necessary in interpreting the pro- 
visions of the Constitution, that it is a Constitu- 
tion of delegated powers. Congress can do nothing 
that is not delegated directly or impliedly to it; all 
other powers are restricted to the States. Now, 
if here directly you find that Congress has power 
delegated to it to enact laws protecting slaves in 
the possession of their masters in the Territories, 
i grant it. If you find any such implied power, | 
crant it te you; but I say itis here neither directly 
nor indirectly, and cannot be drawn from any 


It did not exist by the | 


tion nine: 


‘* The migration or importation of such persons as any of 


granted power. The next provision is that of sec- | 


E. 


the States now existing shall think proper to admit, shall 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808 ; but 


a tax or duty may be imposed on such importation.” 
I understand that it has been argued that the 


Consutution by this provision guarantied to the | 


States the right to import these people until 1808. 


If that were material to the argument, I should 
deny it, because these thirteen States were to- 
gether forming this Constitution; they were del- 
egating powers to the Federal Government; they 
said, in fact, ‘* we will not give to the Federal 
Government power to prohibit the importation 
of slaves until 1808; as to certain of the States, 
we will withhold that power, we will manage and 
control it ourselves, and Congress shall have no 
power over the subject.’’ It was nothing granted 
to Congress. It was a withholding of power. 
From a withholding of power you cannot well 


argue a guarantee; but it is simply saying, we | 


reserve to ourselves powar in the States to import 
these people unul 1808. Do you find in that pro- 


vision any authority on the part of Congress to | 


pass laws protecting slaves when they are carried 
into the Territories, when the local laws are in- 
suflicient? 


The next provision in the Constitution, on the | 


subject, is in article four, section two, paragraph 
three. Itis a very familiar one—one often cited 
and commented upon: 

‘No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence ofany law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due.”’ 

Here is a direct example that the founders of 
the Government, the makers and framers of the 
Consutution, treated slavery asa local institution. 
‘* No person held to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof’’—not under the Consti- 


tution, but under the laws of that State—‘‘es- | 
eaping,’’ &c., shall be set free by the law of the | 


other State, but he shall be delivered upp Is it 
claimed that, by this provision thata fugitive slave 


| shall be returned into the State from which he 
escaped, you get the power to protect a slave in 


a ‘Territory when he is carried there by his mas- 


‘ter? 1 think the argument is strongly and clearly 


the other way. The only power delegated in that 


particular was, that if he did escape out of the ju- | 


risdiction of the State, where the State laws did 
not reach him, into another State, where there 
was a different Jaw or regulation, he should not 


|| other quarter. 


be set free by virtue of that regulation, but should | 


be delivered back to the State from whence he 
came. 


Th next allusion is in article five, at the close 
of the article: 
** Provided, That no amendment which may be made | 


prior to the year 1808 shall in any manner affect the first 
and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first article.” 
Referring to the article which provides that Con- 
gress should not prevent the immigration or im- 
portation of certain people prior to 1808. These 
are the only clauses which I find in the Constitu- 
tion relating to slaves. It is very true, the word 
‘* slaves ’’ is not used here. 
as ** persons held to labor,”’ or ‘* such personsas 


They are spoken of | 
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I understand them further to intimate the opin- 
ion—I will not say that I agree in that opinion— 
that the words ‘‘ rules and regulations’’ are not 
sufficient to convey political power, and that there- 
by the Constitution did not convey the power to 
govern the Territories and to exclude slavery 
therefrom. Iam aware, also, of the further pro- 
vision of the Constitution that Congress may ad- 
mit new States. I am aware, also, that Congress 
has the power to govern the Territories before 
they become States, in its discretion, for the pur- 
pose of forming new States. I am aware that it 
may be contended that Congress, under the power 





to form new States, may establish slavery in the 


Territories; but I deny the power; I do not think 
it can ever be held to be needful, to establish sla- 
very in a proposed new State. Ido not believe 
it can be held to be for the prosperity of any ‘Ter- 
ritory or State to establish slavery in it. Slavery 
is not a bond of strength in any Government. It 
is an element of weakness and discord. Who 
does not see that if slavery did not exist in some 
of these States, if legislators did not seek to ex- 
tend it to the Territories of the Government, the 
great disturbing force of this Union would not 
exist? Slavery is an enemy to the Union. Let 
it cease its assaults upon the Union, and it will 
receive no threats or blows which would endanger 


| it from any pe. . 


Mr. President, since this session commenced, 
these Halls have rung with disunion speeches and 
sentiments. Senators and members of the House 
both have uttered them. Sometimes, in their 


| violence, they have seemed to strive toexcel each 


| the track larger than anywhere else, w 


other in the race. In the language of the turf, 
many have come within three minutes; while 
others have gone over the course in less than two 
forty. Some, like Ethan Allen, have epgoreed on 
ile others, 
like the old English Eclipse, had such a thick 
wind, and roared so terribly, that it was difficult 
to tell which would come first to the end, the nag 
or the race. 
I have here, in my hands, specimens of the 


' speeches of these honorable Senators and mem- 
bers. 1 have cut them out as they have been pub- 


lished in the Daily Globe; and if any member will 


| take the pains to read, he will not find a solitary 
| threat from anybody except some slaveholder, or 


some Senator or Representative of a slave State. 
There is no threatening of the Union from any 
Then why, in the new States, do 
you want to adopt seenes It is an element of 
weakness, of discord, and of disunion; and I say 
it is a sound exercise of discretion on the part of 
Congress to excfude it from the new States and 
Territories. I will give these specimens: 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss} de- 


_clared that— 


“The success of the Black Republican party would be 


| a cause for secession. ‘The South would never let the Re 


publicans get hold of the reins of Government. 
already declared and blood shed !”? 

Hon. D.C. DeJarnette, Representative from 
the third congressional district in Virginia, said, 
in a recent speech in the House, in reference to the 


War was 


| election of Mr. Sewarp: 


“You may elect him President of the North; but of the 


| South, never. Whatever the event may be, others may dif 


the States may think proper to import,’’ or ‘three || 


; 


fifths of all other persons;’’ but I grant that the 


Constitution there refers to slaves held in the va- | 


rious States. Can any person who interprets the 
Constitution by the ordinary rules of interpreta- 
tion, who has a knowledge of its formation, and 


of the history of the Government and of the 


I do not deny that that | 


country at the time of its formation, say that 
either of these provisions authorizes the slave- 
holder to take his slave into the Territories of the 
United States, and have him there protected bya 
law of Congress passed under this Constitution? 


| for that is the claim. I “ that Congress has no 


| 


such power. I amaware t 
visions of the Constitution under whica this power 
might be claimed. I am aware of the provision 
that Congress may make “all needful rules and 
regulations’’ with regard to the territory; but I 
understand that the Supreme Court, in the de- 
cision to which I have referred, has said that that 
provision of the Constitution does not apply to 
the present Territories of the United States; it 
only applied to the territory which the Govern- 


fer; but Virginia, in view of her ancient renown, in view 
of ber illustrious dead, in view of her sic semper tyrannis 


| will resist his authority. I have done.” 


Mr. Pryor, of Virginia, in a speech delivered 
December 8, 1859, in the other House said: 


‘* We have threatened and resolved, and resolved and 
threatened, and backed out from our threats and recanted 
our resolutions, until, so help me God, [ will never utter 
another threat or another resolution ; but, as the stroke fol- 
lows the lightning’s flash, so, with me, acts shall be coinci- 


dent and commensurate with words.”’ 


Mr. Garnett, of Virginia, said, December 8: 


« You must pass laws at home condemning and subject 
ing to the hands of justice the men whv advise and the men 


|, who plot and the men who engage in these insurrectionary 


iat there are other pro- | 


ment had at the time of the formation of the Con- | 


stitution. 


attempts. You must do for us what we do for foreign na- 
tions, and what they do for every country with which they 
are at peace. Unless you do pass such laws, unless you do 
put down this spirit of abolitionism, the Union will be 
short.”’ 

The Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciine- 
MAN,] in a fierce disunion speech recently deliv- 
ered in the Senate, declared that— 

“In his judgment, the election of a Black Republican 
President would furnish that cause”? [of a dissolution. } 


And he added: 


“ As from this Capitol so much has gone forth to inflame 
the public mind, if our countrymen are to be involved ina 
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bloody struggle, I trust in God that the first fruits of the col- | 


lision may be reaped here.” 


The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] de- 
clared, December 8, 1859: 


‘« Sir, { will tell you what I would do, if I had the con- 
trol of the southern members of this House and the other, 
when you elect Jonn SHERMAN, as I suppose you will, be- 
cause I take it for granted that you will find traitors enough 


in the ranks of the northern Democracy to elect him: you | 
have not got the power in your own ranks, but I reckon you 


will take a few of the anti-Lecompton northern Democrats 
finally to doit. &f I had control of the public sentiment, 
the Very moment that you elect Joon SHERMAN, thus giv- 
ing to the South the example of insult as well as injury, I 
would walk every one of us out of the Halls of this Capitol 
and consult our constituents; and I would never enter 
again until L was bade to do so by those who had the right 
to control. Sir, 1 go further than that. I would counsel 
my constituents instantly to dissolve all political ties with 
a party and a people who thus trample on our rights. That 
is what I would do.”’ 


Mr. pe ae in the House ——— 
resentatives, on the 9th December last, declare 


‘** We are arming, but not against the Government. We 
are arming to put down rebellion against the Government. 
We are for the Government. When you presented Fré- 
mont as a sectional candidate for the Presidency, repre- 
senting the system of free labor in opposition to the system 
of slave labor, you undertook to seize the Government for 
yourselves, in violation of the letter and spirit of the Con- 
stitution. In doing that, you were guilty of organizing 
rebellion against the Government, with a view of diverting 
it to pyrposes not legitimately its own. 

* Though [ am not a disunionist, yet, if cherishing that 
sentiment causes me to be regarded a disunionist, let it be 
so. I take the responsibility at home and elsewhere ; and 
i here say, that I do not concur with the declaration made 


yesterday by the gentleman from Tennessee, that the elec- | 


tion of a Black Republican to the Presidency was not cause 
for a dissolution of the Union. Whenever a President is 
elected by a fanatical majority at the North, those whom I 
represent, as | believe, and the gallant State which [, in 
part, represent, are ready, let the consequences be what 


they may, to fall back on their reserved rights and say: | 


‘As to this Union, we have no longer any lot or part in 
it.” 

SoalsoJ.L.M.Curry,of the seventh Alabama 
district, thus defines his position: 

**1 am not ashamed or afraid publicly to avow that the 
election of Wittram H. Sewarp or Salmon P. Chase, or 
any such representative of the Republican party, upon a 


sectional platform, ought to be resisted to the disruption of 
every tie that binds this Confederacy together. [Appkause on | 


the Democratic side of the House.’*} 


Mr. Crawronp, of Georgia, said, December 
16, 1859: 
** Now, in regard to the election of a Black Republican 


agitation, the only way in which the Union can be main- 
tained is, that we should make a clear and specific indien 

tion of our rights, and of the conditions upon which we 
will remain in political association ; and, if the free States 
will not agree to those conditions, then it will be the first 
step toa separation, and, I trust, a peaceful separation ; for, 
certainly, if this perpetual clamor on a single subject is to 
be kept up, to arrest our practical legislation, to vitiate all 
friendly association, and to mar all concord and peace 
among the people of the Union, the Union, under such 
circumstances, is not desirable.”’ 


The Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Iverson,] 
again, on the 16th of January, said: 


* Looking confidently to such results, the southern States 
ought not, in my opinion, to consent to remain longer in a 
Union whose Government would be controlled by a senti 
ment of hostility to their highest and most important in 
terests.”’ 

Mr. Gartre t, of Georgia, on the 11th of Jan- 
uary, said: 

**]T shall announce the solemn fact, disagreeable though 
it may be to you as well as to me, to my people as well as 
to yours, thatif this course of aggression shall be continued, 


the people of the South, of the slaveholding States, will be 


compelled, by every principle of justice, of honor, and ot 
self-preservation, to ‘disrupt every tie that binds them to 


the Union, peaceably if they can, forcibly if they must.’ ”’ 


Mr. Puen, of Alabama, declared, January 12: 


“If, with the character of the Government well defined, 
and the rights and privileges of the parties to the compact 
clearly asserted by the Democratic party, the Black Re- 
publicans get possession of the Government, then the ques 
tion is fully presented, whether the southern States will 
remain in the Union, as subject and degraded colonies, or 
will they withdraw, and establish a southern confederacy 
of coequal homogeneous sovereigns? 

‘““ In my judgment, the latter is the only course compatibie 
with the honor, equality, and safety of the South; and the 


| sooner it is known and acted upon, the better for all parties 


|| them? 


to the compact.”’ 


Who make these threats? 
members from slave States. 


Slaveholders and 
Why do they make 
Jecause we resist the extension of slavery 
into all the Territories of the United States. They 


| desire the extension of the institution; we seek, 
as it has been admitted the founders of the Gov- 


ernment did, to restrict it to where itis. Here is 
the question stated by the Hon. Mr. Crawrorp, 


| of Georgia: 


President I have this to say, and I speak the sentiment of | 
every Democrat on this tloor from the State of Georgia: we | 
will never submit to the inauguration of a Black Repub- 


lican President. [Applause trom the Democratic benches, 
and hisses from the eae I repeat it, sir; and I 
have authority to say so; that no Democratic Representa- 
tive from Georgia on this floor will ever submit to the in- 
auguration of a Black Republican President. [Renewed 
applause and hisses.’’} 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Louisiana, said, Decem- 
ber 22d, 1859: 


‘‘Is not that the doctrine which these gentlemen have || : oe ae 
| stone of this areh consists in the black marble cap of Afri- 


rent out broadcast? Have not they made up their minds 
that they will fight it out to the last? 
that I, for one, with all my veneration and affection for the 


Union ; with all the efforts | have made to keep our people | 


And do you think | 


straight in the ill-blood and fierce passions that have raged | 


in our political contests in the past; I say do you of the 
North suppose, under these circumstances, that I am going 


to stand by and support this Union, with these declarations | 


upon the part of the North before me ?” 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, said, De- 
cember 22d: 

“If you desire to know my counsel to the people of Mis- 


sissippi, itis, that they take measures immediately, in con- 
junction with other southern States, to separate from you. 


I believe that the sooner we get out of this Confederation | 


of States the better it will be for us, as every day we remain 
with you, under such circumstances, but weakens and im- 


pairs our strength, and renders us Jess able to cope with 
you.”? 


Mr. Moore, of Alabama, said, January 3, 1860: 
**T should consider the election of such a candidate, bya 


northern sectional majority, as a declaration of war against | 


our rights; and I rejoice in the belief that those whom I 
represent, and the gallant State to which I owe my first and 
highest allegiance, will not hesitate in such contingency, 


let the consequences be what they may, to fall back on their | 


reserved rights, and declare to the world, ‘As for this Union, 
we have no longer any lot or part in it.’ » 

_ Mr. Boyce, of South Carolina, in a sneech de- 
livered January 4, 1860, declared: 


** Should this party acquire the ascendency in the Fed- 
eral Government, the southern States will have presented 


to them the gravest question that can be forced on the con- | 


sideration of political communities. For my own part, I 
think they will be blind not to perceive the purposes of this 
party, and infatuated not to act accordingly.” 


Mr. Reagan, of Texas, declared January 6, 
1860: 
“Unless there is some power in the free States to arrest this 


| 


| 


| 





|| dome of the Capitol. 
| it should not be ae there. It should be broken; 
| and her image s 


‘Sir, this question has resolved itself, at last, into a 
question of slavery and disunion, or no slavery and Union. 


| My position is taken; that‘of my constituents is taken. 


The position of the North is taken, and there is no mistak- 
ing that position.”’ 


The South, says this honorable member of the 


ou nS aes 
House, is for slaveryand disunion! They threaten '| may speak; perhaps three quarters of an hour. 


the one, because they cannot extend the other. 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] said 
a) 
in his speech a few days since: 
“If Lam right, Mr. President, we see here a mass of vast 
and associated interests which mutually contribute to the 
support of each other, constituting, if | may use the simile, 


| a mighty arch which, by the concentrated strength and by 


the mutual support of its parts, is able to sustain sucha 
social superstructure as perhaps is unparalleled in the his- 
tory of man—and is it not obvious too, that the very key- 


can slavery. Knock that out, and the mighty fabric, with 
all that it upholds, topples and tumbles to its fall.’’ 

Mr. President, if this be so, we are committing 
a great mistake. There now stands in the old 
Hall of Representatives a female figure of white 
marble. Her eye is elevated, and her attitude 
unconstrained and easy. In one hand she holds 
a shield, and in the other a sword. Upon the 
pedestal is inscribed the irrepressible-conflict word 
‘¢ Freedom;”’ and it is designed for the top of the 
Sut if the Senator is right, 


10uld be made of black marble or 
ebony; upon its hands should be manacles; upon 
the front the brand of a slave; and it should be 
elevated upon the highest point on the nation’s 
Legislative Halls; yea, over the very sittings of 
the Supreme Court, as an index to all who behold, 


| that the **cap-stone,’’ the ‘crowning glory” of 


the mighty fabric of human rights and self-gov- 
ernment, is this poor miserable victim of ‘* wrong, 


| cruelty, and oppression’’—the African slave! 


Has it come to this, then, that our fathers 
counseled and toiled and fought for the inesti- 
mable, inalienable rights of man, and that the 
highest, most valuable of them all—that without 
which the others would not be worth preserving, 
and must perish—is the right to hold a negro in 
slavery ? 

But, Mr. President, this is not so. 
tor is not right. 
this arch; it would not fall if it were removed. It 
may better be compared to an unsteady, rolling 


cobble-stone admitted into the structure, which 
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causes it sometimes to tremble; but which, skill- 
fully removed, or secured in its place, the whole 
may stand securely. 

Let not, then, the image be broken. Let it rise 
into its place. Let it surmount the dome of this 
Capitol. Let it bear the sword and shield. Let 
the free man look to it with gratitude and min- 
eled shame and admiration; the bondman with 
hope and faith; and let it symbolize that higher 
state of civilization and equal self-government, 
when all nations and all races, each in its proper 
place, but all free, shall form one mighty, well- 
adjusted temple, whose crowning glory shall be 


| 6 — and exact justice to all men.” 


Mr. SLIDELL. 


I move that the further con- 


| sideration of these resolutions be postponed; and 
| I will then move to take up the unfinished busi- 
| ness of Thursday. 


The motion to postpone was agreed te. * 
BANK ISSUES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move now to take up the 
bill regulating the banks in the District of Co- 
lumbuia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cuesnxvurt 
in the chair.) That bill is the next business in 
order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 


| sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 50) 
to prohibit the issue of bank notes by corpora 


tions, associations, or individuals, within the Dis- 


trict of Columbia; and further, to prevent the cir- 


culation of bank notes issued by any incorporated 


| company or association of individuals, located 


beyond the limits of the District of Columbia, of 
a less denomination than twenty dollars. 

Mr. SIMMONS. When this bill was up on 
| Thursday, I intended to submit some remazks to 
| the Senate, but it was then about this time of the 
day, and I presume the only object of the Sena- 


|| tor from Louisiana is to reinstate this bill in the 


The Sena- || 
Slavery is not the key-stone of | 


| position in which it stood before. He does not 
propose to have it discussed to-night. 
Mr. SLIDELL. 1 understand that we may 
| expect every moment a message from the House 
of Representatives that will stop the continuance 
| of discussion on the bill; but if the Senator does 
| not mean to speak at length, it is probable he may 
be heard to-day. . 
| Mr. SIMMONS. I cannot tell how long I 
| Mr. SLIDELL. Perhaps the Senator may 
conclude his remarks now. 
| Mr SIMMONS. Ido not wish to be inter- 
| rupted. 
PIKE'S PEAK DISTRICT. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it be the 
| pleasure of Senators, the Chair will present a 
| message from the President of the United States. 
| (** Agreed !’’] 
The Secretary read the message, as follows: 
To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 
Eight memorials, numerously signed by our 
fellow-citizens, ** residents, for the most part, 
within the territorial limits of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, at and near the eastern slope of the Rocky 
Mountains,’’ have been presented to pe, con- 
taining the request that I would submit the con- 
dition of the memorialists to the two Houses of 
Congress, in a special message. Accordingly, I 
transmit four of these memorials to the Senate, 
and four to the House of Representatives. 
These memorialists invoke the interposition of 
Congress and the Executive for ‘* the early ex- 
tinguishment of the Indian title, a consequent sur- 
vey and sale of the public lands, and the estab- 
lishment of an assay Office in the immediate and 
daily reach of the citizens of that region.’’ They 
also urge ‘* the erection of a new Territory from 
contiguous pectone of New Mexico, Utah, Kan- 
sas, and Nebruska,’’ with the boundaries set forth 
in their memorial. They further state, if this re 
quest should not be granted, *‘ that (inasmuch as 
during this year a census is to be taken) an en- 
| abling act be passed with provisions, upon con- 
dition that if, on the Istday of July, 1860, thirty 
| thousand resident inhabitants be found within the 
lumits of the mineral region, then a territorial 
government is constituted by Executive procla- 
mation ; or if,on the Ist day of December, 1560, 
one hundred and fifty thousand shall be returned, 
| then a State organization to oceur.”’ 
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prese ntine these memorials to Congress, I 
recommend that such provision may r be made for 
the protection and prosperity of our fellow;eiti- 
zens atand near the eastern slope of the Roc ky 
Mountains as the rdi stance and the exigencies of 
their condition may r ire from their Govern- 
ment. JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Wasurmcton, February 20, 1860. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, the message was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. and or- 
dered to be print d. 


ADJOURNMENT TO TILURSDAY. 
r. HAMMOND. I move that when the Sen- 


ate adjourns on ‘Tuesday, it adjourn to meet on 
‘Thursday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF IION. WILLIAM O. GOODE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Repro sentatives, by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, 
announcing the death, during the recess of Con- 
rress, of Hon. Wititi1am O. Goopr, a member 
elect of that House from the State of Virginia, 
and communicating the proceedings of the House 
thereon. 

The resolutions of the House of Representatives 
were read, as follows: 

IN THE Hlouse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 20, 1360. 

Resolved, That this House has learned, with feelings of 
decp regret, the death of Hon. Witutam O. Goops, a mem- 
ber elect to the House of Representatives from the State of 
Virginia 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers ot this House 
will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, ‘That the proceedings in relation tothe death of 
lion. Witniam O, Gooner be communicated to the family 
of the deceased by the Clerk. 

Resolved, That, as afurther mark of respect to the mem 
ory of the deceased, this Hlouse do now adjourn. 

Ordered, That the Clerk communicate a copy of the fore- 
roing proceedings to the Senate 


Attest J. W. FORNEY, Clerk. 
Mr. HUNTER. President, I offer the 


following resolutions: 


Resolved, unanimously, That the members of the Senate, 
from a sincere desire of showing every mark of respéct 
due to the memory of Hon. WiiiiaM O. Gooner, deceased, 
late a Representative from the State of Virginia, will go 
into mourning by wearing crape on the left arm tor thirty 
aays. 

Res ylved, unanimously, That, as a further mark of respect 
for the memory of the deceased, the Senate do now ad 
journ. 

I propose these resolutionsas the usual tribute 
of respect to the memory of a deceased member 
of the House of Representatives. From the Sen- 
ate, they may be taken as a formal honor to the 
dead, but for me , they speak the feelings which 
have grown out of the associations and familiar 
intercourse of years. — As this intercourse became 
more intimate, [ may truly say so grew my re- 
spect and affection for the deceased, whose char- 
acter was one of the purest and noblest which I 
have known in public or in private life. 

Wittiam O. Goopr was born in the county of 
Mecklenburg, Virginia, on the 15th day of Sep- 
tember, 1798. After graduating at William and 
Mary College, he came to the bar in his native 
county, where he was fast acquiring reputation, 
when his fellow-citizens elected him to the House 
of Delegates of Virginia. Young as he was, at 
that time, he was soon ranked among the first 
men of the House, and such was the position held 
by him in public estimation, that he was e ‘lected 
a member of the constitutional conve nuion, In 
1829, when Virginia called into that service her 
most distinguished citizens. From this time forth, 
he was almost constantly in the public service, 
either in the House of Delegates of Virginia or in 
the House of Representatives of the United States, 
of which he was a recently elected member whe n 
he died of consumption, on the 3d of July, 1859. 
During this period, he was sometimes forced by 
the state of his health to retire from public life; 
but, notwithstanding this, he bravely kept up, for 
nearly thirty years, a constant struggle between 
the insidious disease which was slowly sapping 
his hold upon life and drying up the sources of 
his vigor, on the one hand, and his undying en- 
ergie sand unflinching fidelity to duty on the other. 
He was twice elected to constitutional conven- 
uous in Virginia, wasalwaysadistinguished mem- 
ber of her Le gislature, and was more than once 
elected to the Speake rship of the House of Dele- 
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gates, over which he presided with so anil ey 
ity and impartiality th: ut no appeal was ever taken 
from his de cisions. 

In the debate which took place in the Virginia 
Assembly during the session after the Southamp- 
ton trage “dy , a debate memorable in the annals of 
that State, however little it may be known with- 
out her limits, he took a le ading part. For elo- 


| quence, ability, and intrepidity, he was deservedly 


ranked among the foremost men on that occa- 
sion. During the greater part of the time in which 
he was a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, he was so disab!ed by ] hy sical disease that 


| almost any othe r man weal have given up the 


strug: sl and claimed an exe mption from labor and 
service. Not so with him; his energy was the 
last thine ¢ to die about him; and to the end he 
faithfully Si harged hisduty asa Re presentative. 
It is enough to say of him that in the face of these 
physical difficulties he served, and served satis- 
factorily, one of the proudest districts in Virginia; 
a district which had been represented by such 
men as Giles, and Archer, and Dromgoole. 

Intensely State rights in his political principles, 
and an ardent lover of Virginia, he never faltered 
in the supportof the one or cooled for a moment 
in his devotion to the other. Consistent, pure, 
and true to his sense of duty in all the relations of 
public and of private life, his carcer was such as 
the proudest mightenvy. A kind and just master, 
an affectionate and exemplary father, an able and 
virtuous politician, and a sincere Christian, he so 
lived in this world as to be not afraid to meet the 
awful mysteries of the next. 

Mr. President, I have told the simple story of 
a life not distinguished by brilliant achievements 
or graced by promotion to the highest offices of 


| State. But, on the other hand, it cannot be said 


of his, as of the lives of so many who have left 
their shining marks upon the page of history, 
that the skillful culogist must know what to con- 
ceal as well as what to narrate. The difficulty 
with me is that I cannot make this tale of life com- 
plete in all its parts. If I could give you in its 
very truth the whole experience of the life-long 
struggle of such a man, I should develope to you 
the constant growth of the empire of the moral 
and immortal principle over a human soul until it 
had mastered the passions to which so many of 
the heroes of this world have yielded themselves 
the subjects and victims. I should depict to you 
aman who had so strengthened and trained his will 
by repeated trials and victories as to be able tomake 
the fiercest of his passions the ministers, and not 


the arbiters, of his fate. If one such history could | 


indeed be fully told, there would, perhaps, be more 


| of human interest in it than in many of those tales 


of material c onquests in which the world de ‘lights. 


Such, I believe, if I could tell it, would be the | 


story of the life of Wiiu1aM O. Goons. For cer- 
tain it is that for years he walked through the 
temptations, both of public and private life, with 
garments not only unsoiled by the vile mire of 
corruption, but untainted even by the breath of 
suspicion. And when he felt that his course on 
earth was run, he descended with a fearless spirit 
and an even tread into that dark valley in whose 


weird shadows the forms of mortal life all disap- || 


year to return no more. For he believed, with 
, 


all the sincerity of Christian faith, that he had || 
the promise ofan all-powerful and a friendly hand || 
| to part the clouds from his pathway, and to guide 


him to a higher and a better life. 


Mr. CLAY. Irise to second the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia, and toexpress my cordial 
concurrence in what he has so eloque ntly and so 
feelingly said of the virtues and the worth of 
Witiam O.Goope. My personal acquaintance 
with him was not long or intimate; but I think 
I knew him well enough to learn the prominent 
traits of his character, the distinguishing qualities 
of his mind, «nd the prevailing principles of his 


| conduct. 


j 


; 


When I first entered the Senate, he was a Rep- 
resentative In Congress from the Petersburg dis- 
trict of the State “of Virginia, which place he 


continued to fill until his death. I sought his ac- | 
quaintance, because he represented the county in | 
| which my mother was born, where her arentsand 


grandparents and many collateral relatives had re- 
sided, and where some had died and been buried. 
I sought him as a medium or link of connection 


with my living and dead kindred, some of whom | direct, earnest, clear, and conclusive. 
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I had never seen, and whose faces had aon! for- 
ever hidden from my sight by the black vail of 
death. I was drawn to him by that mystic cord 
of tender and sacrd feeling that binds us first and 
closest to our relatives, next to our friends, then 
to the rest of mankind, and ultimately and eter- 
nally to the Great Parent of all love. 

He won my favor, at our first interview, by his 
-gentle, affable, and dignified manners, and com- 
municative and entertaining conversation; and my 
esteem and regard for him grew with our acquaint- 
ance. He was, in every just sense of the term, a 

re ‘ntle ‘mMan:aman ofstrict inte grity, whom note -mp- 
tations could seduce; of sensitive honor, who re- 
coiled at the slightest touch of shame; of pure pur- 
pose and chaste speech; of candor and simplicity; 
of civil manners end high bearing; of proper re- 
spect for himself, and due regard for the rights of 
others. He venerated truth for its own sake, and 
abhorred all compromise with error. He was gov- 
erned by snails ,and never yielded it to policy. 
He cherished wha’ was right,and contemned what 
was merely expedient. He aspired to noble ends, 
and approached them by honorable means. He 
scorned all the masks and mummeries, the indi- 
rection and duplicity, the simulation ol dissim- 
ulation, the clap-trap and contrivance with which 

| baseness seeks preferment. His principles and 
yurposes, his means and ends, were freely exhib- 
ited, and fully understood, by foes as well as 
friends. He had the self-reliance and courage of 
conscious rectitude; and never shrunk from dan- 
ger, or shuddered at responsibility, or shirked his 
duty. He was no dodging demagogue, or timor- 
ous time-server, or purchasable patriot, but.an 
honest man, and a firm friend of whosoever or 
whatsoever was right, true, and just. 

His frequent elections to high and responsible 
offices were no less creditable to his electors than 
to saanelt: for they evinced a proper estimate of 
true manhood, of fearless maintenance of princi- 
ple, and unfaltering fidelity in the discharge of 
duty. He was necessarily a faithful public ser- 

vant; for such a man could find no enjoyment in 

any pastime or relaxation purchased by neglect 
of official duty. No one, perhaps, was more punc- 
tual in his attendance upon the sittings of the 
House, or the committee of which he was a mem- 
ber; more diligent in seeking knowledge and un- 
derstanding of the measures ‘pending be fore them, 
or more prompt in resisting the wrongs and de- 
fending the rights of his constituents. Even when 
emaciated and enfeebled by long-protracted sick- 
| ness, after nights of restlessness and pain, he was 
among the first at his seat in the House of Repre- 
' sentatives. Although sinking daily, for many 
years, under the constant and. harassing assaults 
of that good or evil demon, Death, who never lags 
or falters in pursu.t of man, from his cradle to his 
| grave, that faithful sentinel never slept upon his 
| watch or abandoned his post or failed to challenge 
aes r menaced the peace and security of those 
whom he guarded. His constituents never lost 
anything by his absence or neglect or inattention 
| or silence. ‘He knew his duty, and he did it cheer- 
| fully, at any sacrifice of his ‘pleasure or personal 
comfort, and even at the expense of his health 
wand the hazard of his life. His constantand cour- 
‘“ageous spirit seemed to triumph over the weak- 
ness of his body, and, like a generous cordial, to 
impart to it fresh vitality and “strength. 

He was not only a faithful, but an efficient pub- 
lic servant. Nature was generous in his mental 
endowments, and he improved them well. His 
mind was severely disciplined and thoroughly 
| trained in his youth by academic studies, and was 

actively exercised thereafter in the investigation 
and solution of the difficult problems of the law- 
| yer and the statesman. He» was, to the close of 
his career, a literary laborer, constantly plying the 
oar, and striving to ascend the stream of knowl- 
edge, that he might imbibe it fresh and undefiled 
at its fountain. He entered upon the examination 
_ of every question with the calm and candid spirit 
of an earnest seeker of truth, and brought to his 
aid the advantages of a strong mind, well stored 
with knowledge and habituated to all the exer- 
cises of the intellectual gymnasia. He was pa- 
tient and thorough in his investigations, anxiously 
testing every proposition by the touchstone of 
reason, and carefully separating the pure gold of 
| truth from the dross of error. His speeches dis- 
| play his character and habits, methodical, logical, 
He spoke 
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to the understanding and the hearts of his hearers 
with the pathos and power of deep interest in his 
cause, and implicit faith in its justice. f 
He was, in politics, a strict constructionist of 
the Constitution, and zealous champion of the 
largest liberties and rights of the States compati- 
ble with that instrument, and was fully persuaded 
that the dangers of our Federal system are greater 
in its centripetal than its centrifugal tendencies. 
He apprehended and abhorred consolidation far 
more than disunion. His patriotism was of that 
natural, wise, and just kind, that preferred his 
own State to any and all others, and that recog- 
nized his allegiance to her as paramount, in all 
conflicts of duty as acitizen of Virginia and of the 
United States. He was a disciple of the Straitest 
sect of the old school of sturdy Republicans, at 
the head of which stood Jefferson and Mason 
and Taylor. 
followed their teachings, and illustrated their doc- 
trines in his political life. Acting from principle 
and not from policy, there is continuity and con- 
xruity in all his votes, speeches, and acts, while 
a member of Congress, as rare as admirable. 
There is nothing Inconsistent with his faith in 
his works. This evinces the integrity of the 
man and the philosophy of the statesman. 
‘There were certainly,among his cotemporaries 
and predecessors, those whose intellectual stat- 
ures were larger.and more imposing, but scarcely 
one exhibiting more symmetry, harmony, and 
justness of proportions. Many may have ex- 
celled him in one or more of the brilliant charac- 
teristics of eminent public men—in eloquence, or 
rhetoric, or logic, or learning—but few combined 


He reverenced their wisdom, and | 


more of the gifts of nature and the attainments | 
of art, or employed them better. Some had wider | 
fame and more admiration and applause; none | 


more of the respect, regard, and confidence of per- 
sonal and political friends. 
Take him ail in all, I never met a man in pub- 


lic life who performed his part better, or deserved | 


more of his constituents. They gave repeated 


roofs of their appreciation of his abilities and | 


us services; but never, perhaps, under cireum- 
stances soimpressive asin hislastelection. Know- 
ing that his lamp of life was feebly flickering in 


|| State shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of 


the socket and would soon go out, and that his | 


attenuated frame would be wraptin the cerements |! 


of the grave ere the time arrived for him to take | 


his seat in Congress, they yet placed the civic || : 
; » : yy p= tC | exiled from their homes and driven from their property in 


wreath upon his brow, asa votive offering of their 
gratitude and praise. It was a tender and touch- 


ing tribute to his worth, honorable to them and, | 


doubtless, soothing to the spirit of their dying 
servant. 
It is a pleasure to review the career of Mr. 
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| pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill for 


Gooner, embittered only by the consciousness that | 


it has forever closed, and that he leaves behind 


him but few as faithful and as true. It is delight- | 
ful to contemplate such a character. It is proper || 
and profitable to hold it up, and to eulogize it be- | 


fore the world. It may admonish us of our short- 
comings, and incite us to greater efforts in the per- 
formance of our parts in the great drama in which 
we are actors. 
excite the emulation of the young and aspiring, 
who seek and will fill our places when we with- 
draw from the stage of life behind the curtain of 
eternity. It must tend to purify and ennoble the 


[t may win the admiration and | 


soul, by kindling anew the vestal fire of virtue, | 


that is never wholly extinguished upon the altar 
of any human heart until the dews of death fall 
upon it. 

The resolutions were adopted, nem. con.; and 
the Senate adjoprned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 20, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by Rev. Serrimus Tustin, D. D. 


Prayer | 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. | 


THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


The SPEAKER appointed the following gen- | 


tlemen as the special committee to which was 
referred the bill from the Senate for thé abolition 
of the franking privilege: Messrs. Vat.anpic- 
HAM, Kextoce of Illinois, Burnett, Apams of 
Massachusetts, and Sroxes. 


THE WAR WITH TRIPOLI. 
Mr. ELIOT, 


by ananimous consent, arid in |! Hoard, Holman, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, | 


| the Globe report. 


the relief of the widows of officers and others who 
died in the naval service of the United States 
during the war with Tripoli; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


IMPROVEMENT OF LAKE HARBORS. 


Mr. FENTON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of the New York Canal 
Board and Canal Commissioners, for the improve- 
ment of lake harbors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


POST OFFICE AFFAIRS. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 


unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to com 
municate to this House, at the earliest practicable period, 
the gross amount of the revenues of the Post Office Depart 
ment received in each State and Territory for four years 
ending June 30, 1859; the cost of transporting the mails in 
each State and Territory for four years ending June 30, 1859 ; 
the compensation allowed to the postmasters in each State 
and Territory for one year ending June 30, 1859; and also 
the total ainount of reduction and abrogation of the mail 
service in each State and Territory since March 4, 1859. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. |! object to that resolu- 
tion. The furnishing of that information would 
costa considerable sum of money, and we do not 
need it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Itis inform- 
ation which we all desire. I move that the rules 
be suspended to enable me to offer the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. No motion to suspend the 
rules is in order pending the special order to go 
into the election of a Printer. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ask that there be a call of 
the House. 


RIGHTS OF CITIZENS IN THE STATES. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I ask leave of the House to 


offer the following resolution: 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States de 
clares, article four, section two, that the citizens of each | 


citizens of the several States: and whereas it is alleged 
by responsible parties that citizens of some of the States, 
going into certain other States of the Union for lawful pur- 
poses, such as the collection of debts, teaching, and other 
like lawful business, have been subjected to personal in 
dignities, violence, and incarceration: and whereas it is 
alleged that certain citizens of the United States have been 


consequence of certain tenets and sentiments which they | 
held and promulgated, and without allegation of crime 
against them: and whereas it is alleged that a practice is | 
springing up in this country like the European passport 
system: Therefore, | 
Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed | 
to inquire into the above recited facts, and to report to the 
House if anv turther legislation is necessary to give effect 
to the aforesaid portion of the Federal Constitution; and 
they are hereby empowered to send for persons and papers | 
and to examine witnesses under oath. 


Messrs. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, and | 


KUNKEL, objected. 1 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. PORTER. [rise to correct the Journal. 


When the yeas and nays were being taken at the 
last meeting of the House, upon the motion to 
refer the Senate bill to abolish the franking priv- 
ilege to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, I voted in a distinct and audible 
voice ‘* yea,” in favor of the reference; but, by 
some mistake, my name was omitted from the 
list of persons voting, both on the Journal and in 
| ask that the Journal be cor- 
rected, so as to show that I voted, and how I 
voted. 
The Journal was corrected accordingly. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


I move that there be a call 


| of the House; and on that motion I demand the 


yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 115, nays 54; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
William C. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, | 
Barrett, Blair, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyee, Brabson, 
Brayton, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Burroughs, Carey, Case, 
John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, 
Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Curry, Curtis, 
Il. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, Dawes, De 
Jarnette, Duell, Dunn, Ely, Florence, Foster, Gartrel!, Gil 
mer, Hale, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, 
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Hutchins, Jackson, Jones, Junkin, Kilgore, Kunkel, Lamar, 
Landrum, Leake, Logan, Loomis, Love, Maclay, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, 
McPherson, McQueen, Miles, Mililson, Montgomery, Isaac 
N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Pondte- 
ton, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson,JamesC, Robinson, Ruffin, Schwarts, 
Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, James A. Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Taylor, Theaker, Thomas, Tompkins, Trimbie, Un 
derwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Walton, and 
Weebster—115. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Alley, Babbitt, Beale, 
nineee Buflinton, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Car 
ter, Colfax, Conkling, Edgerton, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fen 
ton, Ferry, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Hardeman, Haskin, 
Helmick, Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Lovejoy, McKean, Me- 
Knight, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Pettit, Pot 
ter, Pryor, Royce, Sherman, William Smith, Spaulding, 
Stratton, Thayer, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Isracl] Washburn, Wells; Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodrutlh—O4. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HAWKINS stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Somes. 

Mr. STEVENS stated that he was paired for 
to-day with Mr. Ctemens. 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that Mr. Hrexman 
was paired for to-day with Mr. Wuirecey. 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
as above recorded, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The House seems to be 
pretty full now. 1 move that all further pro- 
ceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. MORSE. I! object to that. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. §Lhope the objection will 
be withdrawn. ‘The House seems to be full. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. STANTON. I think the objection is made 
undera misapprehension. [ understand that there 
is business to be gone on with, other than the elec- 
tion of Printer. I hope the objection will be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. MORSE. I withdraw it. 

Further proceedings under the call were then 
dispensed with, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of 
the House of the petition and papers of the heirs 
of John Tebbs,a lieutenant in the revolutionary 
army, for commutation, with a view to their ret- 
erence to the Court of Claims. 


REFERENCE OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. HARDEMAN, the papers 
in the cases of Mrs. Mary Bullock and Mrs, Fer- 
guson Smith, for pensions for the revolutionary 
services of their husbands, were withdrawn from 
the files of the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. PRYOR obtained the floor. 
PROPOSITION TO ADJOURN OVER. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Before the gentleman from 
Virginia proceeds, I hope he will allow me a single 
moment. The inauguration of the Washington 
statue will take place on Wednesday. The orator 
of the occasion will want the day to-morrow, and 
we ought not to impose upon him the necessity of 


| coming here. No business will probably be trans- 
| acted 1f we domeet. I move, therefore, that when 


| with the House upon the subject. 


the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Thurs- 
day next. { Loud cries of **No!’’ **Not’’ 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I think that before we do that, 
we ought to settle this question as to the seats. 
Mr. FLORENCE, Very well; | withdraw my 
motion. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. PRYOR. I will. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to report certain 
of the annual appropriation bills, with a view to 
having them read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARNETT. I do not wish to interpose 
any objection to the introduction of the appropri- 
ation bills, or to consume the time of the House 
by having them read, provided I can have some 
understanding with the gentleman from Ohio and 
The standing 
rules require that no items shall be put in an ap- 
propriation bill, except in pursuance of law or to 
carry out former appropriafions. The Committee 
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of Ways and Means have sometimes heretofore 
reported bills containing items of appropriations 
contrary to that rule: and, as the bills are not 
read on their first introduction, it is impossible to 
take advantage of the rule of the House to ex- 
clude such items at a later stage. Now, if there 
can be some understanding that an opportunity 
shall be afforded for the enforcement of that rule, 
I will not object to the introduction of the bills. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know that there 
are any such items as the gentleman alludes to in 
these bills. I believe not. If the gentleman from 
Virginia objects to the bills being reported, I will 
not trespass further on the courtesy of his col- 
league. 
The SPEAKER. 
Virginia object? 
Mr. GARNETT. Can the gentleman from 
Ohio state if there are any such items in the bills? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I believe there are none. 
Mr.GARNETT. Well, I do not object. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr.SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, then reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1861; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee af the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Does the gentleman from 


PONCA INDIANS. 

Mr.SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, also reported a bill making appro- 
priations for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
Ponca Indians, and with certain bands of Indians 
in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washing- 
ton, fer the year ending June 30, 1860; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways 


and Means, also reported a bill for the construc- || 


tion, preservation, and repairs of certain fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the year 
ending June 30, 1861; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr.STANTON. [hope mycolleague will con- 
sent that that bill may go to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I certainly think it ought to go 
there by all means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The course | have indicated 
is the usualone. It has always gone to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON. If it is not too late, I will 
interpose the motion that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 


Mr. PHELPS. I suggest to the gentleman from | 


Ohio, that he allow the bill to take the usual course, 
for the present; and, if he wishes, enter a motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. STANTON. I certainly have no wish to 
take up the time of the House, and prevent the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pryor] from pro- 
ceeding now. I therefore submit the motion to 
reconsider the vote, by which the bill was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and will call it up at some other time. 


REMOVAL OF DESKS FROM THE HALL. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolu- 
tion, which I ask to have read for information: 

Resolved, That aspecial committee of three be appointed 
by the Speaker whose duty it shall be to inquire and re- 
portto this House, whether there has been any violation 
ot the order of this House in the recent alterations of this 
Hall, and if so, by whom, or by whose directions ; what cost 


or expense has been incurred in making such alterations, | 


whether such cost or expense has been paid, ifso, by whom, 
and from what fund it has been taken, and to whom any 


money has been paid forthose alterations or in any way ex- | 


een therefor; what workmen have been employed, and 
10w much each man so employed has been paid. It shall 
also be the duty of this committee to inquire into the power 
and authority of any member of the last Congress to order 
any of the furniture to be taken out of this Hall after the 
adjournment of that Congress, or to order any portion of the 


same to be defaced in any way since the assembling of the | 


present Congress, The committee to have power to send 
for persons and papers, and to examine all witnesses under 
oath on any matters relating to subjects herein referred to 
the committee; and that the committee be directed to re- 
port in fall all their proceedings, tor the information of this 
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House, with such recommendations as the committee may 
deem proper. 
Mr. HOUSTON, Mr. FLORENCE, and others 


objected. 
DEATH OF UON. 


Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Speaker, it devolves upon 
me, by the usage of our proceedings, to announce 
the death of Hon. Wittiam O. Goong, some time 
member of this House, and at his decease Rep- 
resentative elect from the fourth congressional 
district of Virginia. j 
the 3d of July, 1859.. Born the 16th of Septem- 
ber, 1798, he had well nigh attained the ripe age 


WILLIAM O. GOODE. 


| of sixty-one years. 


Mr. Goope wasa native of Mecklenburg county, 
in the State of Virginia. 
he was favored with all the advantages of fortunc, 
chief among which he valued the facilities of a lib- 
eral education—facilities of which, from his strong 
sense of duty, his aspiring ambition, and his in- 
stinctive love of letters, he availed himself with 
laborious and successful diligence. 


After completing the course of academic studies | 


at William and Mary college, in whose venerable 
halls so many among the worthies of Virginia 


were instructed for their conspicuous parts in the | 


He died Sunday morning, | 


sy an indulgent father | 


|} ment and South 


history of the Republic, Mr. Goope returned to | 
his native county and commenced the practice of | 
the law. This profession he pursued with un- | 
usual success, notwithstanding the diversion of | 
his energies to the more attractive objects of polit- | 


ical ambition. 
Early in life, he was elected a member of the 
General Assembly of Virginia. 


The force of his | 


intellect and the admirable graces of his character, | 


were attested by the prompt recognition of his 
associates. Eventually, and rather by the exer- 
tion of his powers in the routine of real business, 
than by the flash exhibitions of theatrical genius, 


| he achieved an effective influence in the Legisla- 


ture and a solid reputation among the people. 


In 1829, he presented the argument against the 


now exploded policy of protective duties and com- 
mercial restriction—obsolete, I mean, among all 
men conversant with the principles of political 


economy—inareportof such incontestableability, | 


| that it was formally adopted as the act of the Gen- | 


eral Assembly. The same year he was chosen a | 
member of the convention called to modify the | 
State constitution of 1776, in conformity with the | 
progress of the Commonwealth in moral and ma- | 
terial developmefit; and although a young, he was | 
not an undistinguished associate with Madison, | 


Monroe, Marshall, Randolph, and others of 
scarcely inferior fame. 

In 1832, he was again returned to the General 
During the session of that year oc- 


curred a memorable debate on the abolition of | 


slavery in Virginia. From the impulse of anincon- 


siderate excitement, various schemes of emancipa- | 
tion were proposed to the Legislature, and were || 


sustained by the foremost men in the State. 
Goope, on the contrary, was notat all affected by 
the frenzy of the moment. Then he displayed the 
highest and the rarest quality of the statesman, in 


Mr. | 


rising above the stormy atmosphere of popular | 


clamor into the serene region of unimpassioned 
reflection. If not alone, certainly with incom- 
parable spirit, he opposed himself to the current 
of public opinion. ‘The enterprise was hazard- 
ous; the victory complete. There wasa moment- 
ary pause in the swell of anti-slavery agitation; 
and then the reaction set in with a violence pro- 
portionate to the previous rush in the opposite 
direction. 
committee from further consideration of the sub- 


ject, and carried his point in a speech of surpass- 


ing power. 


Afterward, by common consent, the extrava- | 


| gances of a popular panic were covered with the 


vail of oblivion. But the effect of that interesting 
episode in the history of Virginia was not so eva- 


Mr. Goope moved to discharge the | 


| nescent and inconsequential. For the first time, | 


citizens of a slaveholding community were driven, 


| by the apparent insecurity of the system, to ex- 


plore its foundations; and with a result for which 
very few persons were prepared. In contraven- 
tion of traditional ideas, it was discovered and 
demonstrated that negro slavery, instead of being 


an accidental evil, which men tolerate merely for 


want of a practicable remedy, is an institution 
which exists in virtue of the most essential human 
interests, and the highest sanctions of the moral 
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law. From that day, the slavcholder stood on 
surer and more solid ground. From that day, his 
conscience being clear, and his judgment con- 
vinced, he renounced the expedients of apology 
and extenuation, and planted himself on the im- 
pregnable basis of reason and right. 

When we contemplate the inevitable alternative 
of this result, and consider the consequences of the 
abolition of slavery in Virginia twenty-five years 
ago, We may approximate a just estimate of Mr. 
Goope’s exertions in the great debate of 1832, 
whether as they affect the peculiar interests of the 
South, or the larger destinies of the Republic. 
Soldiers have been immortalized by a decisive 
charge in the crisis of battle; but rarely, indeed, 
has a statesman the felicity of determining the 
issue of those civic struggles on which is sus- 
pended the history of governments and nations. 

In 1833, Mr. Goope being warmly interested 
in the controversy between the Federal Govern- 

Destin Aanesill himself a can- 
didate for Congress, as the champion of State 
rights; but he went down before the irresistible 
might of Andrew Jackson’s popularity. He re- 
mained in private life until 1838, when he was 
again returned a member of the Virginia Legis- 
lature. During the session he distinguished him- 
self by a zealous advocacy of the independent 
Treasury system. In 1841, he was chosen a Rep- 
resentative in Congress. After serving a single 
term, he declined reélection; and went back into 
the State Legislature. For several sessions he pre- 
sided over the House of Delegates; and such were 
his ability and impartiality as Speaker, that no 
appeal was ever taken from his decisions. In 
1850, he was an active and influential member of 
the convention which devised the existing consti- 
tution of Virginia. 

Subsequently, as chairman of the committee on 
finance in the Legislature which initiated the 


' operation of the new government, he adjusted 


the scheme of taxation to the altered condition of 
affairs, on principles which have since undergone 
but little modification. 

In 1853, he was chosen a member of this body, 
and was reélected successively in 1855, 1857, and 
1859. Of his services here I need not speak; 
since, for those who are not familiar with his 
course by official association, the reports of the 
proceedings and debates of the House furnish all 
requisite information. In justice, however, to the 
reputation of my distinguished predecessor, I must 
be permitted to say, that his energies, physical 
and intellectual, had been so grievously impaired 
by the ravages of disease, that no adequate con- 
ception of his efficiency is afforded by his more 
recent service in Congress. His health, ever 
fluctuating with the changes of a delicate consti- 
tution, sustained an irreparable shock in 1850; and 
from that period he was incapable of any exertion 
commensurate with the original vigor of his fac- 
ulties. The nature of his malady,some time since 
suspected by his friends, was unequivocally de- 
veloped during his last term of service in this 


| body, insomuch as to impart a touch of pathos to 


the parting of the associates who bade him fare- 
well, on the adjournment, in the spring of 1859. 
If the fire of the flashing eye was yet unquenched, 


| and though the erect form was still sustasned by 


a spirit which no physical infirmity could subdue, 
the pale brow, the emaciate flesh, and the almost 
inaudible tones of a voice that once rang with the 
energy of ones: declamation, gave solemn 
premonition of the approaching catastrophe. _ 
Never did man confront death with greater in 

trepidity; for he was supported by that which 
‘‘doth mate and master the fear ‘of death.”’ 1 
was much with him after his failing powerg in- 
voked the ministration of friends; and was so 
favored with the opportunity of witnessing an in- 
comparable exhibition of moral sublimity. How 
was my conception of the grandeur of human 
nature—I should rather say the infallible strength 
and solace of the Christian’s faith—elevated by 


| the spectacle of that frail man’s fortitude; no 


peevish ebullition of impatience, but a sweet se- 
renity of temper in the acutest agony of suffering; 
no plaintive importunity of solicitation, but a 
quiet repose on the resources of his own indom- 


| itable will; no irreverent outery against fortune, 
| but a graceful and devout submission to the chas- 


tisement of Providence. In the last hour he 


| seemed to be radiant and exultant with the light 


of that glory toward the supreme splendor of 


a 
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which his soul aspired with ecstatic anticipation. jon. | 


After disposi 1¢ the interests of earth with an 
anxious selicitude for the welfare of his children— 
the fairest and gentlest of whom were present to 
soothe the ancuish of the final struggle by all the | 
tender caresses of a woman’s love—he gave up 
his spirit in a rapture of grate ful praise to the 
Redeemer. Thus to “see how a Christian could 
dic,’’ was full consolation for all the pangs of 
afflicted friends ship. 

Mr. Goope’s intellect was remarkable rather 
for the just proportion of its powers, than by the 
strong devi lopment of any partic ular fac ulty. If 
he was not conspic uously superior, he was cer- 
tainly not deficient, in any me ntal endowment. 
Perh: aps he was most largely gifted in a clear and 
compre hensive understanding, so that whatever 
his intellectual resources, they were always mar- 
shaled and employed with the happiest possible 
effect. 

From an early familiarity with the classic 
authors of antiquity, he a “quire od at once a taste 
for literature aaa ane xquinite susceptibility in the 
appreciation of its beauties.*, His reading was re- 

spectable in any sense ; by comparison ‘with the 
average attainments of politic lans, he was a per- 
son of large and liberal culture. 

As an orator, he was graceful and persuasive 
rather than ardent and energetic; but his speec hes 's 
were always structive from accuracy of judg- 
ment and fullness of information. 

In the discharge of his official responsibilities 
he was governe d by a sense of right and the ob- 
ligations of public duty. 

It is, however, in respect of personal character 
that Mr. Goove merits most of admiration. By 
birth, by education, by native instinct, and by the 
companionshi » of the choicest spirits, he was a 
gentleman; delicately respectful of another’s rights | 
and fe elings, fearle ssly resolute in vindicating his 
own dignity and honor. Albeit of the most cour- 
teous bearing and the least aggressive temper, it 
happened, during a lifetime of active competition 
for tlie prizes of political ambition, that he was 
occasionally involved in personal controversies; 
and in such situations it was difficult to determine 
whether he e ‘xhibite d greater readiness to repair 
an adversary’s injury or to incur hazard in the 
redress of his own grievances. His amiable and 
engaging presence rendered him a favorite in gen- | 
eral society. ‘The truth, courage, loyalty, and 
love, which were the essential virtues of his char- 
acte ry attached his friends by the indissoluble ties 
of affection and fidelity. These moral excellences, | 
Mr. Speaker, apart from the adventitious claims of | 
his position, entitle the memory of Witit1am O. | 
Goope to some signal mark of our admiration. 
Accordingly, sir, I submit the following resolu- | 
tions: 

Resolved, That the House has learned, with feelings of 
deep regret, of the death of Hon. Wittiam O. Goong, a 
member elect of the House of Representatives froin the 
State of Virginia. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect to the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House | 
will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, ‘That the proceedings in relation to the death 
of Wituiam O. Goove be communicated to the family of 
the deceased by the Clerk. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of the deceased, this House do now adjourn. 


Mr. MILES. I rise to second the resolutions 
of my friend from Virginia.. The formal announce- | 
ment of the death of a member of Congress, the 
customary eulogy and resolutions, the usual ex- 
travagant laudations of pe ‘rsonal friends testifying 
to the possession by the lamented deceased of all 
the noblest qualities of human nature in their high- 
est dgvelopment, are matters with which, unhap- 
pily, we are too familiar. The exaggerated praise 
which is so commonly bestowed upon the me mory 
of the dead is not, however, unnatural. It is a be- 
nignant precept which teaches us to say ‘‘ de mor- 
tuis nil nisi bonum.”’ The grave should properly 
cover all hatred and heart-bur nings and jealousies 
which might warp the judgment, and lead to ca- 
jumniation or detraction. But we pervert the true 
lesson which the calm review of any human life will 
always furnish when we attempt to portray it in 
ext weerated colors, and hold up an unreal creation 
as a model for admiration in the present, and ap- 
plause and imitation in the future. We should 
remember ‘** how much of enthusiasm often lies in | 
the language of reserve.”” True greatness, true” 
“goodness, true worth need not to be tricked out in | 
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| in his tribute to his deceased friend, we 


| of gove rn ment is that all citizens are equal. 





the meritricious ddeviituietiet siietion init flat- 
tery. Their moral beauty, like physic 
is * when unadorned adorned the mos 
plicity is an in attribute of 
intellectual or moral natures, 
their descriptive analyses, 
gies. These reflections have occurred to me in 
the very outset of the remarks which it is my mel- 
ancholy, but grateful privilege, to offer on this oc- 
casion; and | desire to give utterance to them in 
the outset, because, impressed by them as I am, 
I cannot follow in the beaten track of hackneyed 
and inflated panegyric. 

Mr. Goove was not one of those rare geniuses 
which appear only at distant intervals in the his- 
tory of a country, 
power the pr ople | 
untary homage 
‘*moral reformers, 


Qi beauty ‘ 
Assim- 
highest 
so should it be of 
or even prof ssed eulo- 


separable the 


and before whose transcendent 
OW With instinctive and invol- 
Nor was he one of those great 
*? who, far in advance of their 
day and generation, propound truths which an 
unbelieving world is not worthy to hea 
it cannot understand, and is unwilling to 
His noble and generous spirit, were he still with 
us, would recoil from the expression of such an 
estimate; one which would feel 
was only redeemed from the appearance of irony 
by being uttered by the partial lips of friends ship. 
No, sir, we advance no such pretensions for the 
memory of our loved and lamented friend. But, 
we do claim for him, that he was a man noble and 
wise; of fine intellect; of scholarly culture and 
training; who assiduously imy proved the talent 
which God had intrusted to him who was con- 


r, Which 


accept. 


his manly sense 


sir, 


scientious and zealous in the discharge of all the | 


duties of life—public and private; a brave, pure, 


high-minded man, and in every relation, whether | 


to his fellow men, his oe: or his Make ar, a 
true hearted, loyal, and Christian gentleman! In 
the language of the greatest living poet of England, 
can say: 
* And thus he bore, without abuse, 
The grand old name of gentleman ; 
Defamed by every charlatan, 
And soiled with all ignoble use.’’ 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, must I confess it? I utter 
this with some misgiving. It seems to be con- 
sidered somewhat dangerous to speak of a public 
man (save in parliamentary parlance on the floor 
of this House) as ‘fa gentleman,’’ if we desire to 
commend him thereby. It is supposed not to 
advance him in the estimation of the masses. It 
is thought rather to excite their jealousy and sus- 
picion. Now I do not believe that this is so. It 
surely ought not to be. While it is natural and 


praiseworthy that the rudest and most illiterate 


laborer, who earns his daily bread by the daily 
toil of his hands, should take pride in sfeing one 
of his own class rise to posited and distinetion— 
in reflecting that in this country political power 
and office are attainable by all; yet it seems to 
me that no ‘re 1s a growing disposition to flatter 
him into the idea that he has individually a more 


special claim to such power and office, and is bet- | 


ter — to wield the one and to fill the other, than 
those of his fellow-citizens who may possess 
supiicion advantages of education, tr aining, and 
social position. The theory of our republican form 
Let 
us not, then, in our admiration of, and sympathy 
with, the so-called “‘ self-made man,”’ run into the 


has enjoyed peculiar advantages of training, edu- 
cation, and culture is less fitted on that account to 
fill offices of public trust and confidence. The 
State is entitled to the best talent of all her sons 
for her protection and guidance atall times. There 
should be no privileged class from whose ranks 
her rulers and legislators must always be selected. 
Why should not men who have a stake in the 
country, who are above the low te mpt ition, atleast, 
of gain, w hose minds have been enrichéd by study, 


"or trained by the exercise of a liberal profe ssion, 


have an equal chance in the political arena w ith 
any other class of the community? Does not the 
history of the country, from the trying days of the 
Revolution down to the present, show that such 
men have marched in the path of duty and of 
danger with as firm and unfaltering a tread as those 
from any other walk of life? Why this attempt 
to array class against class by arousing the morbid 
spirit of social jealousy? And yet, so sensitive is 


| this spirit the it I fear me, sir, my present remarks 


will be misrepresented. This { should regret. | 
think there is no man living who would adiaire 


| error of supposing or implying that the man who 
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| last winter in Washington. 


| which was destine 
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more than I would the noble spectacle presente d 
by some poor, unfriended, humble son of toil, 


*“ Who breaks his birth’s invidious bar, 
And grasps the skirts of happy chance 
And breasts the blows of circumstance 

And grapples with his evil star; 

Who makes by force his merit known, 
And lives to clutch the golden keys 
To mold a mighty State's decrees, 

And shape the whisper of the throne ; 


And, moving up from high to higher, 
Becomes on fortune’s crowning slope 
The pillar of a people’s hope, 

The center of a werld’s desire.”’ 


There is something morally sublime in such a 
sight, and every generous instinet of the human 
heart swells the full current of sympathy and ad- 
miration. But let the calm sense of justice allow 
some meed of praise to the man born to affluence 
and hich social consideration, with every means 
of luxury at command, with every t mptation 
to ease and idleness, who yet, from a patriotic 
sense of duty, or even frgm the less elevated, but 
not ignoble, desire for honorable distinction, de 
votes himself laboriously to public affairs; stnhine a 
to promote the best interestsand the happiness of 
his countrymen; buckles on his mental armour in 
defense of their rights, when assailed in the Halls 
of legislation, with the same alacrity with which 
he would fly to arms to protect their fire-sides; 
holds up between his people and their foes the 
broad shield of the Constitution of his country; 
and with the sword of truth smites at those who 
are hacking and striving to pierce that shield, until 
he falls as a true knight would wish to fall, and 
dies as a true knight would wish to die, ** with 
harness on his back.’’ Surely such aman as this, 
such a life and such a déath as this, are deserving 
of admiration and worthy of imitation Such a 
man was WiiiiaM O. Gooper; such was his life 
and such his death. 

It would not be appropriate, Mr. Speaker, for 
me to giveany sketch of this lamented gentleman's 
political career, That was a duty which naturally 
devolved upon his distinguished successor, and 
admirably and ably and faithfully and truly has 
he discharged it. Mine has been merely the mel- 
ancholy privilege of mingling my grief with that 
of the State of Virginia, at the loss of so true and 
devoted a son. But, sir, | may be permitted to 
bear testimony to some of the okie qualities 
which marked his individual character, and which 
made it so spotless and so lovable. 

Never did I meet with a man in whom the love 
of truth was stronger. It was a genuine’ pas- 
sion. Not only was he incapable of any sort of 
deception himself — instinctively inca able, if I 
may say so—but nothing could exceed his scorn 
and contempt for those who inthe slightest man- 
ner practiced it. This transparent truthfulness of 
nature was enhanced by his earnestness and bra- 
very. L. ying is the temporary make-shift of the 
trifler, or the refuge of the coward. No braver or 
more heroic heart ever beat than his. Courage and 
truth go ever hand in hand. No possible — 
eration of danger; no unwillingness to take 1 

sponsibility; no arguments of party expe diency, 
could ever shake the settled purpose ef his soul, 
or deflect him from the path of duty. 

And in this noble exaltation of mind, he was 
sustained not only by his nice and exquisite sense 
of honor, but by that strength ** which cometh 
from above.’’ He was, as | have said, a Chris- 
tian gentleman, and he strove to make his daily 
walk and conversation conform with the precepts 
of his divine Master. His religion, however, was 
cheerful and did not make him either ascetic or 
sanctimonious. He was a member of the Episco- 
pal church—as his fathers had been before him— 
and, for many years before his death, regularly 
received the sacrament whenever the church cele- 
brated ‘‘the order for the administration of the 
Lord’s Supper or Holy Communion.”’ In society 
he was genial and frank, and his manners were 
marked by that happy mixture of ease and dignity 
so characteristic of the old regime under which he 
was nurtured. He was a thoroughly well-bred 
man, and, therefore, scrupulously observant of 
the rights and privileges and comfort of others. 

I cannot forbear, in this connection, from men- 
tioning a little incident which occurred during his 
He was il! and suf- 
, feebly struggling with the fatal disease 

aie soon to claim him as its 


ferin 
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victim. His room at the hotel where he was 


taying adjoined the apartments which a friend of 


mine occupied with his wife and family. When, 
after some night of unusual pain and restlessn¢ ss, 
during which he had been deprived of all sleep 
by his distressing cough, they would inquire after 
his condition, he never failed to express ‘‘ his 
r, as he feared, disturbed and an- 
His life throughout was marked 
s and consideration for others. 

He was a warm and constant friend, and I shall 


regret at havin 
noyed them 


with kindnes 


never forget the truthful and feeling tribute, full of 


manly sensibility, which I heard him deliver at 
the commencement of my first Congress, to the 
memory of his loved and esteemed friend, Senator 
Butler, of my own State, Little did I imagine at 
that time that | would so soon perform the same 
.ctof sad and mournful homage to his own mem- 
ory. 

Mr. Goope possessed a clear and vigorous in- 
tellect, which he had assiduously improved by 
study and a liberal course of reading. He had 
the logical faculty in a bigh degree; and no man 
reasoned more closely from his premises to his 
conelusion. He was indefatigable in labor, and 
so conscientious in the discharge of his duty that 
he could not rest until he had completed anything 
he undertook. ‘Those of us who were with him 
in the last Congress can well remember how faith- 
fully he discharged the onerous duties which were 


constantly devolved upon him as chairman of the | 


Committee for the District of Columbia. And 
this, too, ata time when his wasted frame—too 


clearly proclaiming his approaching dissolution— 


seemed incapable of enduring the slightest phys- | 


ical or mental exertion. Whatever his hand found 
to do, he did it with all his might. 
strength of will and ever-abiding sense of duty 
alone sustained him during his last months in 
Congress. He was aman of admirable method in 
the discharge of his business; calm and collected 
always; doing one thing ata time; perfecting it 
to his best ability, and then laying it aside to take 
up immediately something else. In this way he 
accomplished, without confusion or display, an 
amount of work which, in the condition of his 
health, was truly surprising. 

But, sir, it was notso much the cultivated mind, 
the courteous manners, the refined tastes, the par- 
liamentary ability, or even the thoroughly-sound 


His great | 


political opinions, according to my convictions, | 


of my departed friend which excited my admira- 
tion and commanded my respect, as the entire 
purity and probity of his character. 
a moralelevation about it which I have never seen 
surpassed. 
impossible for him to do or say anything mean or 
false, to be influenced by any selfish or interested 
motive in the discharge of his duty, or to be gov- 
erned by any other consideration than his earnest 


love for ithe Trurn andthe Rieutr. And this was | 
the impression which he uniformly made on all | 


with whom he was thrown in contact. Can any 
nobler tribute be paid to his memory than this? 
But it is not the sole purpose of occasions like 
the present to do honor to the dead, and to gratify 
the affectionate pride.of surviving friends. We 
speak to the living—we speak for the living like- 
wise. We hold up examples for their commend- 
ation, in the hope that they will incite to their 
imitation. And, oh, what a glorious career might 
political life become if such men as Goope abound- 
ed more among our public men—what a glorious 
career might there be for the country! 
true life is ever lived wholly in vain. 

dulge the hope that the example of the one which 


There was | 


italways seemed to me as if it were | 


jut no | 
I will in- |} 


has just so honorably terminated may have some | 


effect in rousing up the quiet, retired, and educated 
classes, who are withdrawing more and more 
from public affairs, and induce them, at least, to 
reflect whether, as good citizens, they ought, in 
the enjoyment of selfish ease, to refuse their help 
in shaping the destinies of their country—whether 


they have the right to shift the burden from their | 
own shoulders upon those of (alas! too frequent | 


ly) the ignorant, the incompetent, the designing, 
and the corrupt. 

The noble example of Wittiam O. Goope will 
not easily be forgotten. The memory of his use- 
ful and beautiful life will not soon pass away. 


The great State which he served so long and so | 


well has never been ungrateful to her sons. ** The 
mother of statesmen,’’ she knows not only how 
to nurture and to rear, but how to reward them 


living, and honor them dead. Her confidence is 
not lightly given or withdrawn; and thus it is that 
her public servants, as in the case of our deceased 
friend, have the long training and experience so 
essential to any successful participation in public 
affairs. From his earliest manhood, Mr. Goopg 
was in public life, in the Legislature of his State 
or in the Federal Congress, and throughout that 
long career was without reproach or suspicion as 
to his honesty as a politician, or his integrity and 
honor asaman! OQ, rare instance of unlimited 
trust never abused! of unshaken confidence never 
impaired by envy or detraction! And shall we let 
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it pass without taking home to our hearts the les- | 


son which it teaches? Shall we not hold it up to 
the eyes of the rising generation who in course of 
time must take their places in the halls of legisla- 
tion? It is a lesson plain to read, easy to remem- 
ber—but requiring a brave and truthful spirit, like 
his who has left us, to practice without faltering. 
It lies in one word—** Dury.’’ That was the in- 
scription on the banner under which our friend 
fought a life-long fight, and he fell with its folds 
wrapped closely around him. Duty, with him, 
was always the first and the last consideration. 
Everything else was subservient and secondary. 
It was his pole star—his heavenly beacon—by 
which he calmly steered his course, no matter 
how dark the night or tempestuous the sea. And 
he has safely finished the voyage of life, and en- 
tered the port of immortality. ‘There the shining 
wafers flow placidly; no dangers threaten and no 
stormsarise. Peace to his ashes! Honor to his 
memory! For ourselves, this teaching which his 
whole life affords— 
** Powers depart, 

Possessions vanish, and opinions change ; 

And passion holds fluctuating seat ; 

But midst the storm of cireumstance unshaken, 

And subject neither to eclipse nor wane, 

Duty exists—immutably survives.”’ 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The act which we 
perform to-day in memory of the deceased Rep- 
resentative from Virginia, is an ancient and be- 
fitting observance. It does honor to the dead; it 
reminds us of our own mortality. No more im- 
pressive scene is ever witnessed in this Chamber. 
Envy holds her breath; partisan bitterness is 
hushed for a moment, and even sILENCE, that rare 
visitant here, extends her tranquillizing wings for 
a little while over us. In this spirit let us approach 
this last solemn office of fellowship, and with the 
sobered earnestness which beconves these sad cere- 
monies and the chastened moderation due to his- 
toric truth, let us discharge it. Exaggerated culo- 
gy, however pardonable in too partial friendship, 
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tudes, he obeyed not blindly the behests of party. 
He scorned that vulgar and polluting partisan 
school of ethics which would lay down one rule 
of conduct for private, and another for public, 
life, and which proclaims in execrable cant that 
**all is fair in politics.”’ Far higher and nobler 
were the political philosophy and morals which 
he had learned and which ire practiced. He ree- 
ognized in theory and in action that great modern 
fact so slowly acknowledged and so continually 
ignored, that there is a code of ethics in political 
life, as well defined, as firmly settled, as pure and 
elevated, and as obligatory upon the citizen and 
upon the public man alike, as the sublime doc- 
trines of Socrates and of Cicero, or the holier and 
sublimer precepts still of the Sermon upon the 
Mount. 

But Mr. Goopr was something more than hon- 
est: he was gust. Many an honest man is yet 
unjust; and justice in public life and in the private 
political relation is rarerthan honesty. Honesty 
springs from the heart, and is, in some degree, an 
impulse: justice belongs to the head, and is a fixed 
principle of conduct. It renders to every man his 
due. Honest himself, he was just enough to con- 


| cede honesty of purpose and rectitude in action 


to other men and parties with which he was in 
antagonism. He acted continually, too, under a 
sense of duty, and he acted, therefore, always 
well. A German writer has said,’delicately, that 
there are two things supremely beautiful in this 
world :—the starry sky above our heads and the 
sense of duty in our hearts. Thissense of duty 
seemed ever present in his heart to whom we pay 
now these honors. And he had, also, that firm- 
ness of purpose without which every virtue loses 
more than half its worth. Thus he united in him- 
self the justus et tenax which filled the measure of 
poetic eulogy, even in the declining age of the 
Roman commonwealth. And to all this I may 


'| add that though not of brilliant genius, he was 


yet a wise, prudent and sagacious public man. 
Mr. Goope was also a pure man—pure in pri- 
vate morals and in public morals; pure in spirit 
and pure in speech. He was a quiet man, too, 
and did the business of this House quietly. He 


| was a pious man, in the ancient and nobler sense 


| and the world at large. 


| abilities, can be a truly great statesman. 


of the word—piousin his relations to the Supreme 
Jeing, to his family, to his friends, his country, 
Moreover he was a man 
of honor, and a gentleman in his manners and in 
his instincts. Withoutall these duly blended and 
combined into one, no man, however eminent his 


The 


| ancient rhetoricians had a maxim that no one 


has long since been exhausted upon these occa- | 


sions, and we but too often repeat the folly of the 
barbarians, who, worshiping a fly, offered up an 
ox in sacrifice. Honoring the dead, let us who 
yet live learn at the same time to be wiser, and to 
do better for the rest of our lives, from this study 


_ of his character and example. 


| been exhibited in fitting terms by the eloquent gen- | 


My acquaintance with the deceased member || 
from Virginia was but limited. I knew him per- | 
sonally as a Representative in the Thirty-Fifth | 


Congress; but | had from boyhood known him 


by name as one among the most eminent of the | 


His life | 


public men of the Ancient Dominion. 
and public services I do not propose to rehearse. 
The gentieman from South Carolina [Mr. Mires] 
has anticipated me in saying thatthey have already 


tleman [Mr. Pryor] who succeeds to his place. 


Although I may not say that Mr. Goope was | 
one of those great historic characters who mark | 


the eras in @ nation’s annals, yet he unquestion- 


| ably possessed more than one of those high and 


|} man can be truly great. D 
soon after the Revolution, reared in ‘‘ the honest- | 
est and most virgin times”’ of the Republic, and*| 
among the great and good men of an age and a | 


| and to do right. 


rare qualities without which no man and no states- 
Born in Virginia, and 


State full of great men and patriots, certainly 


without these qualities he could not have com- || 


manded the confidence of the people for nearly 
forty years, in so many and such distinguished 
public stations. 

Wittiam O. Goope was an honest man in pub- 
lic and in private life. Sincere in his convictions, 
earnest in his purposes, he meant always to be 


a mere partisan. While he had wisdom enough 
and consistency enough to respect party habi- 


e was neither a demagogue nor | 


could be an orator ne ap he were a good man, 
Far more strictly ought this rule to be applied to 


| him who would mold the manners, habits, opin- 
| ions, and the laws, and control the destinies of a 


| 


whole people. 

a 8 thus within himself these several 
excéllencies, in a degree which I have not exag- 
gerated, of Wittiam O. Goope it may be justly 


| said: In him was virtus Scipiad@ et mitis sapientia 


Leli—the virtue of the Scipios and the mild wis- 
dom of Lelius. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; 
and thereupon (at ten minutes before two o’clock, 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 21, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


REVISION OF JOINT RULES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Brieut, Mr. Pearce, and Mr. Foor, the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate, to join the com- 
mittee of the * ner Representatives, appointe? 
to revise the joint rules of the two Houses. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in obedience to law, a statement of 
the expenses of the national armories, and the 
arms and appendages made thereat, during the 
year ending 30th June, 1859; which was ordered 


' to lie on the table. 


He also laid before the Senate a report of the 


Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience 


to law, a statement of the contingent expenses” 


1860. 


of the military establishment for the year 1859, 
which was ordered to lie on the table; and a 
motion by Mr. Davis to print the report, was 
referred to che Committee on Printing. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GREEN presented the netition of George 
P. lhrie, praying compensatit n for services on 
the boundary survey between the United States 
and Mexico,and an allowance for transportation 
from said survey to his home; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented amemorial of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin in relation to the affairs 
of the Menomonee Indians within the limits of 
that State: which was referree to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
John Brannan, an employé in the Department of 
State, praying compensation for extra services; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WADE presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of Scioto and Lawrence counties, in the State 
of Ohio, praying such a modification of the rev- 
enue laws as will afford protection to those en- 
gaged in the manufacture of iron; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of James 
L. Williams, of the second regiment of Kentucky 
volunteers, who was wounded at the battle of 
Buena Vista, Mexico, praying an increase of his 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. POWELL presented the memorial of 
Thomas P. Dudley, praying to be allowed an in- 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of Jane 
B. Evans, widow and executrix of Cadwallader 
Evans, deceased, praying for the renewal of a 
patent granted to her late husband; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Minnesota in favor of an 
increase of mail service on certain mail routes in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, praying the establishment of 
a mail route from La Crosse, in the State of Wis- 
consin, to Shelbyville, in the State of Minnesota, 
by way of Brownsville, Sheldon, Dedham, Pres- 
ton, Carimona, Forestville, Spring Valley, Grand 
Meadow, Mower City, Lansing, Frankfort, Aus- 
tin, Sumner, Albert Lea, freeborn, Walnut 
Lake, and Winnebago City; which was referred 
to the Committee en the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. POWELL, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of Mary J. Maltb¢, widow of 
James West, praying to be allowed a pension, with the 
adverse report thereon, be recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, it 
was 


Ordered, That the memorial of William Vance & Broth 
ers, for reimbursement of expenses incurred ia furnish 
ing outfits to certain volunteers for the Mexican war, who 
were marched to the piace of rendezvous, but were not 
finally mustered into the service of the United States, now 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and Militia. 


On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Haz- 
zard Wigg, received from the Court of Claims on the 20th 
instant, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of B. E. 
Edwards to certain land in New Mexico, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to ithe Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands, to whom were referred 
two petitions of citizens of Michigan, praying that 
the heirs of the militia killed in the Indian wars, 
or in that of 1812, may be placed on the same 
footing in regard to bounty land as the heirs of 


those who served in the war against Mexico, | 


asked to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration; which was agreed to. 


Mr HEMPHILL. The Committee on Claims, | 


to whom was referred the petition of William L. 


THE 


S. Dearing, praying remuneration for expenses 
incurred in raising a company of volunteers for 
service in Florida, have instructed me to make 
an adverse report. I hope it will be acted on at 
onee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Chair 
understand the Senator to ask that the report be 
yrinted ? 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator desires the judg- 
ment of the Senate on the report. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
read, and agreed to. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I must object. It may lead 
to discussion. Let the report take the usual course 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest to my friend from 
Georgia that we have some day set apart for the 
consideration of adverse reports. We are not 
prepared to consider adverse reports now. Other- 
wise we may consider half a dozen, and th 
will go by. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let the report be printed. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of the 
legal re presentatives of George Mayo, deceased, 
praying compensation for his services as a clerk 
in the Post Office Department, submitted an ad- 
verse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Joshua Shaw, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia; which wasagreed 
lo, 7 

Mr. TEN EYCK, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Ciaims,to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of W. A. Cameron, legal representative of 
James Bell, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill (S. No. 195) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of James Bell, deceased. The bil! 
was read and passed to a second reading; and thi 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of John H. 
Wickizer, praying additional compensation for 
taking the census of the counties of Monterey and 
Santa Cruz, in California, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Charles M. Perry, 
praying compensation for services in the office of 
the Treasurer of the United States, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. DURKEE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of the legal representatives of Charles Porter- 
field, deceased, praying bounty land, commutation 
pay, and the reimbursement of advances made for 
the public service, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill (S. No. 196) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Charles Porterfield, de- 
ceased. ‘The bill was read, and passed to a sec- 
ond reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 


Lask that the report be 


resi 


MARKET-HOUSE IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BROWN. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 


referred a joint resolution of the City Councils of 


Washington, to report a bill, and I am further in- 
structed, as it is very much needed, to ask for its 
present conside ration and passage, 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 192) 
authorizing the corporation of Washington city to 
make a loan and issue stock for $200,000, for build- 
ing a market-house, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the bill to-day. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. [ think that bill had better 

printed, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection 
be made, it must lie over under the rule. 

Mr. BROWN. It is very important that it 
should be passed at once. It does not involve us 
in the expenditure of a sixpence, one way or the 
other, or entail on this Governmentany respons- 
ibility. The necessity for it is this: the city au- 
thorities have issued proposals for building the 
market-house, to be returned, I think, on the 15th 


be 


| of March, and they want to get the bill passed by 


that time, with the hope that, having an assurance 


that they are going to do the work, the bids will | 


be for a less sum than they would otherwise be. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us hear it read. 
The PRESIDENT pro teapore. The bill will 
be read for information. 


The Secretary read the bill, which authorizes 
the Mayor, Board of Aldermen, and Board of 
Common Council of the city of Washington, any 
provision of the act of 1 \corporation of the city 
to the contrary notwithstanding, to contract fora 
loan and issue stock to the extent of $200,000, on 
the faith of the corporation, for the sole purpose 
of paying for the erection of a mark t-house on 
the site of the present building, which stock 1s to 
bear interest at not more than six per cent. per 
annum, and to be redeemed at the pleasure of the 
corporation within the space of fifteen years from 
the date of its issue, the interest to be paid quar- 
terly; but the entire revenue of the building, after 
paying contingent expenses and interest on the 
stock, 1s to be appropriated to the payment of the 
stock issued in accordance with the provisions of 
this act. It is also provided that not more than 
$220,000 shall be expended in building the market- 
house; ner shall any contract be entered into which 
shall involve a larger expenditure for its comple- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maine withdraw his objection? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. 41 wish the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to tell us what 
is the provision in the charter of the city of Wash- 
ington which this bill seems to contravene. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘There isa provision in the char- 
ter which forbids the corporate authorities here 
from borrowing money or issuing bonds. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Whiatis the debt of the 
city ? 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not know what it is. The 
statistics show that the rents from the building, 
when it is up, will more than pay the interest on 
the bonds. ‘The market-house will be aself-sus- 
tainingeinstitution. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. HAUN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 193) to authorize and direct the payment of 
certain moneys into the treasury of the State of 
California, which were collected in the ports of 
said State as a revenue upon Imports, since the 
ratification of the treaty between the United States 
and the Republic of Mexico, and prior to the ad- 
mission of said State into the Union; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAUN. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr.GWIN. Lask my colleague to let it go on 
the Calendar. It was before the Committee on 
Finance at the last Congress, and reported back. 
It is well understood. 

Mr. PUGH asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 197) in 
relation to the assignees of bounty land warrants; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. [VERSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 14) to repay the State of Georgia the 
moneys advanced by that State for the detense of 


' » ‘ 
the frontiers against the Indians, and not hereto- 


fore repaid; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. HAUN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to raise a commission for 
the purpose of ascertaiming and reporting to Con- 
gress upon all the claims against the Government 
in California, known as * military claims,’’ or 
those which arose out of the supply to the Army 
and Navy of stock, provisions, stores, and muni- 
tions of war, in the conquest of California. 

He Also gave notice of his intention to ask leave 
to introduce a bill for the purpose of causing the 
eastern boundary of the State of California to be 
surveyed and established. 

He also gave notice of his intention to ask leave 
to introduce a bill to appoint an agent by the 


. 





Sit cane 


nd rien 
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President, to take charce of the New Almaden 


giucksilver mine in California, for the purpose of 
working the fame, and de positing the procet ds 
thereof in the Treasury of the United States, sub- 
ject to the decision of the case by the Supreme 
Court, it being now in litigation, and enjoined 


from Ww rking 
ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I give notice 
that | shall ask leave of the Senate, hereafter, to 


introduce a bill for the admission of the State of 


Kansas into the Union. 

With the consent of the Setate, I now ask leave 
to introduce the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hears no objection. 

The bill (S. No. 194) for the admission of Kan- 
sas into the Union, was read the first time by its 
title. and ordered to a second reading. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will 
be read the second time, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not ask for the second 
reading of the billnow. I shall ask iton a future 
day for the purpose of reference, and on that day 
1 desire to address the Senate on the subject. I 
find that the time of the Senate is engaged for this 
week by special orders, and I therefore will ask, 
if it be net otherwise than convenient to the Sen- 
ate, that they will allow me to call for the second 
reading of the bill on Monday next, at half past 
one oe lock. 

Mr. GWIN. j 
Will the Senator say Tuesday next? 

Mr. SEWARD. Tuesday, with great pleas- 
ure, or any other day. 


The Chair 


Mr. MASON. In connection with what the 


Senator from New York has suggested, 1 will 


say that I shall ask the Senate to-day to go into | 


ss10Nn atats convenience, and in exec- 
ssion 1 shall then ask the Senate to con- 
tinue from day to day in executive session upon 
the public business. I give notice that on Mon- 
day next I shall ask the Senate to go into execu- 
tive session at an early hour, and to contsnue in 
ession until the public business demanding it 
shall be through with. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
not allow me the floor on Tuesday ? 

Mr. MASON, I should be very sorry to inter- 
fere with the Senator; but I presume it would 
make no difference, and will not affect his conve- 
nience, whether he be heard on Tuesday or Wed- 
nesday. Perhaps we may get through on Mon- 
day with the executive business to which I allude: 
wrobably by Tuesday, at any rate. But for that, 
would defer to the Senator's convenience with 
pleasure. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
cause | presumed that would be entirely agreeable 
to the Senate. 

Mr. MASON, 


executive se 
tuulive si 


Put it at Wednesday. 


Mr. SEWARD. Then I will say Wednesday | 


of next week. 
Mr. GREEN. I merely wish te remark to the 
Senator from New York that I shall resist any- 


thing like a test vote on the bill until it shall have | 


been referred to the appropriate committee; but 


to accommodate him in presenting his views on | 
the subject, I have no objection whatever to his | 


asking for the second reading of the bill, with a 
view to reference. I shall certainly resist any- 
thing like a vote on the engrossment or passage 
of the bill, without a reference of it to the appro- 
rriate committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
man will allow me to ask whether it is a peace- 
able resistance ¢ 

Mr. GREEN. It will be one of those “ irre- 
pressible conftlicts.”’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to state, in rela- 
tion to the motion to print the Kansas constitu- 
tion, which was made by me the other day, that 
I wish to withdraw so much of the motion as is 
for the purpose of printing the constitution, as it 
has been already printed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and laid upon our tables; and, therefore, 
all the object I had in view has already been ac- 
complished. I desire, however, simply to moVe that 
the instructions which were moved by the hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,} 
and also the amendment offered by myself, may 
be printed. 

Mr.GREEN. I see no necessity whatever for 


Monday is a very busy day. 
'! the Military Committee is, that 
railroad a military work, and I deem that this | 


* 


I have named Tuesday, be- || 


I hope the honorable gentle- | 
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the printing of these instructions. We all under- 
stand them. They have not been finally acted 
on. They impart no information to the coun- 
try; they can do no good to the country by being 
printed, and I shall object. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask chet the sense of 
the Senate be taken on the subjec: of printing 
those instructions for our convenience. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

SURVEY OF MINES. 

Mr. HAUN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into, and report upon, the propriety of 
causing a geological and mineralogical survey of the silver 


and other mines on the eastern slope of the Sierra Nevada | 
| mountains. 


NEW ALMADEN MINES. 


Mr. HAUN. | offer the following resolution, 
and ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to the State of Calitornia all the right, tithe, and 
interest of the United States in and to the quicksilver mine 
of California, known as New Almaden, in such manner 


that the proceeds thereof shall be applied to the construc- | 


tion of a Pacifie railroad. 


Mr. DAVIS. I suggest to the mover of this 
resolution that it had better go to the Committee 
on Public Lands, or on the Judiciary, than to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAUN. 


mine may be appropriated in that way; and if it 
goes Lo any other committee, it will not receive so 
early a consideration. I wish to say a few words 
on the character of that mine, and its present con- 
dition, so that the Senate may act advisedly on the 
subject. 


The New Almaden quicksilver mines are situ- |} 
| ated ona tract of land containing about two square 


leagues, in Santa Clara county, about forty miles 
from San Francisco, and forming a part of the 
range of mountains known as the Sierra Azul. 


The land on which the mines are situated is || 


claimed under three Mexican claims. First, by 


a company, chiefly Mexicans, who took posses- | 


sion during the war, and call themselves by the 
name of the New Almaden Company; second, by 


persons claiming under a grant by the Governor | 


of California to José Santos Berreyesa; and, third, 
by persons claiming under a grant from the Gov- 
ernor of California to Justo Larios. 

These claims are disputed by the United States. 
The last two grants are admitted to be genuine; 
but the Uni. d States insist that their boundaries 
do not embrace the mine; and the United States 
insist that the claims of the New Almaden Com- 
pany are forged, and fictitious in fact, and invalid 
in law. 

On the hearing before Judges McCallister and 


| Hoffman, of the circuit court of the United States 


for an injunction in September, 1858, it appeared 
from the accounts and returns of the Almaden 


Company, as shown by theirown books, that from | 
the month of July, 1850, to the month of March, | 


1855, the mine had yielded quicksilver to the net 
value of $8,377,184. 

In the last nine months of that time, the yield 
had been $1,772,700; and it was estimated that the 
yield had been much greater during the years 
1856-57; and, until the injunction was granted, 
probably over two million dollars annually! ‘The 
product exceeds that of all the other mines in the 
world put together. 


The proposition is not to interfere with the con- || 


troversy pending between the United States and 
the private claimants, but only to devote the in- 
terest of the Government in the mines to the con- 
struction of a Pacific railroad, in case they should 


| prove to belong to the United States, and not to 
| any private claimant. 


It would be equal to a credit of $20,000,000, 


and would secure the completion of the road. The || 


Government would have much difficulty in keep- 
ing and working the mines; anda sale would sac- 
rifice them to speculators without anything like 
their value; whereas, they could be advantageous! 

worked under the authority of the State of Cali- 
fornia, when known to all that the income of this 


rich mine, the greatest in the world, was secured | 
to the building and completing the greatest na- | 


My object in i it before | 
deem this great | 


| all. 


| ing this great achievement of the age. 
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tional work of this or any former age, and so 
much desired by California. 

Mr. President, I might well pause here and ex- 
claim, with Euclid, Eureka! for [ have now shown 
you a way in which a railroad can be built to the 
Pacific; here is the foundation laid deep enough, 
strong enough, attractive enough, to i suffi- 
cient capital, without a dollar from the General 
Government, to make this great, military, com- 
mercial, social, Union-defending, national interior 
fortress, harbinger of hope to posterity, blessing 
of progress and safety to the living, and a na- 
uonal duty to the patriotic dead. 

All parties are committed to this project, whether 
national or sectional, great or small. ‘Then doit, 
and astonish the world with the achievement; 
whilst they are expecting daily a dissolution of 
the Union. Do this, and let the hearts of your 
‘*kith and kin’’ beneath yon setting sun rejoice. 
Do this, and let your loyal sons who guard your 
golden western front, know and feel the family 
recognition of which they are so proud. Do this, 
and let your kinsmen who breathe the breezes of 
the placid Pacific know they are looked upon as 


| part of the Union, and not as mere provincial 


rowdies. Do this, and it may be the means of 


healing this hellish hate of sections so dangerous 


to the Union, and so disgusting toa frontiersman. 
Do this, and seal the perpetuity of the nation, 


| *the Union and Constitution, one and insepara- 


ble, now and forever!”’ 

I ask for the immediate consideration of this 
resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. This proposition to instruct the 
Committee on Military Affairs to release the title 
to property which is now in controversy, seems 
to me rather premature. If it is to be examined 
by any committee, certainly it ought to be exam- 


| ined by the Committee on the Judiciary. Never- 


theless, as the matter is this day in litigation, I 
think it would be well for Congress to refrain 
from any action whatever. I understand there 
has been a decision that this title is in the United 
States, but the other party proposes to appeal to 


| or take a writ of error from the Supreme Court. 


I think the matter had better not be acted on at 
present, especially not by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, which certainly will not pass on the 
title. However, if the Committee on Military 
Affairs will take jurisdiction of such a question, 
I shall make no special objection. 


Mr. DAVIS. I declined, on the part of the 


_ Committee on Military Affairs, when the resolu- 


tion was first presented. I did not think we had 
any business with it. 

Mr. HAUN. The resolution does not con- 
template interfering with the pending litigation at 
It does not contemplate the raising of the 
judicial question whether this mine belongs to the 
company or any claimant, or to the Government. 
Itsimply contemplatesa single naked fact of which 
the Military Committee may be as good judges as 


any other committee, though I am not particularly 


partial to their considering it. The propriety of 
it is simply this: if the mine belongs to the Gov- 
ernment, or shall in future turn out to belong to 
the Government, as the result of the litigation 
now pending, then they are instructed to inquire 
whether it cannot be devoted toaid in pega 
It does not 
pretend to interfere with litigation. 

Mr. MASON. I think it is a subject that re- 


| quires consideration at least, and I object there- 
| fore to the consideration of the resolution to-day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the res- 


| olution lies over under the rule. 


CONTUMACIOUS WITNESS. 


Mr. MASON. I ask Jeave to make the follow- 
ing report from a select committee, accompanied 
by a resolution: 

Whereas, Thaddeus Hyatt, of the city of New York, was 
on the 24th day of January, A. D. 1860, duly summoned to 
appear before the select committee of the Senate, appuinted 
‘to inquire into the facts attending the late invasion and 
seizure of the armory and arsenal of the United States at 
Harper’s Ferry, in Virginia, by a band of armed men,’’ and 
has failed and refused to appear before said committee pur- 
suant to said summons: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his war- 
rant, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms, commanding him 
to take into his custody the body of the said Thaddeus 
Hyatt, wherever to be found, and to have the same forth- 
with before the bar of the Senate to answer as for a con- 
tempt of the authority of the Senate. 


The same order was made a few days ago, in 
reference to other contumacious witnesses. The 





